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L. Chrifl. Frid. Garmanni, Medici R. E. S. Province. plyfi Chem. 
aicenfis, Academici curiofi, de miracudis mortuorum, Libri tres, 
quibus premifja Differtatio, de Cadavere & miraculis in genere. 
Opus Phyfico-Medicum, curiofis obfervationibus, experimentis, 
aliifque rebus, que ad elegantiores litteras fpetlant, exornatum, 
diu defideratum & expetitum, beato Autoris obitu interveniente 
editum. LL. Emmanuele Heinrico Garmanno, Autoris filio, Po- 
liatro Sneebergenfi. Drefde & Lipfie. 1709. i. e.A Treatife 
of the moft wonderful Phenomena obferv’d in dead Bodies, 
divided into 3 Books. by LZ. Chriffian Frederic Garmana, 

‘Phyfician, with a preliminary Differtation on the Nature of 
dead Bodies, and Miracles in general. The whole publifhed 
by L. Emmanuel Henri Garman, the Author’s Son. At Dre/dez 
and Leipfic, 1709. in 40. The Differtation containing 160 pa: 
BSS, ane p. 1244- 







Cc x | Mr: 





rR. Garmann begins his preliminary Differtation by ex: 
plaining the Word Cadaver, or dead Body. This Word, 
fayshe, comes from Cadere, to fall, becaufe the Body cannot 
ftand when ’tis dead. Some pretend that the Latin Word Cz. 
daver, is the Abridgment of thefe 3 Words, Caro data vermibus, 
i. e. Flefh given to Worms. Our Author makes feveral Refleéti- 
ons on this Subjeét, but :we-cannot infift upon them, atter 
which he examines the Diftin&tion between a dead Body, and 
that which feemsto be-dead, butisnot. Op thissoccafion -he 
{peaks of Lethatgickg, andiother fick perfons’ of that Nature, 
who pafs fothetimes fer dead. He relates}, affer Pliny the Na- 
turalift, the Hiftory of a young Child, who, after having walk- 
ed long in the Sun, being very-dleepy, retired into a Cave, where 
he flept 50 years without waking ; and the Hiftory of the feven 
Sleepers isnotforgot. We haye here a great many, curious Ob. 
fervations,, which we cannot ug pare witlrout being too large. 
Our Author confiders what’ Life i$," what the Soul is, what the 
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Onion of a fpiritual Subftance with a material One. He examins 
what Death is, and from theneeipafles to a multitude of Inqui- 
ries, equally learned and curious. 

The Differtation on Miracles begins with the definition of the 


Word Miracle... Our Author obferves that.a Miracle.is_a_ rare ef- 
fe&t and worthy of admiration, of which we know no othet 
Caufe but God. He demands whether Miracles are wrought 
now.adays ? He anfwers that. Miracles were neceflary for efta- 
blifhing the Church, but now the.Church is eftabiifhed, Miracles 
are ceafed. Our Author, whois a Lutheran, takes occafion to 
declaim againft the popifh Religion, and efpecially againft Re- 
licks, and the Invocation of Saints, He fays for Inftance, that 
the popifh Church ‘afcribes to each Saint, a peculiar Vertue to 
cure one Difeafe rather than another. That St. 7obz, according 
to the Belief of the Papifts cures the King’s Evil, Saint Anthony 
the Ringworm, Sr. Hubert Madnefs,. St. Laxrence and St. Apeol- 
fonius the Tooth ach, St. Lucius.the Diftempers of the: Eyes, St. 
Agaiho and S. Blaife, the Quinfy, and other Difeafes of the 
Throat, St. Roch and St Sebaftien the Plague, St. Margaret the 
Diftempers in Child beatin » St, Stephen the Stone: And takes 
notice of the common Opinion of the Papifts, who. hold that no 
Saint is to be Compared to St. Anthony of Padua, for recovering 
of Things that are loft, he arraigns the Papifts for giving to cer- 
tain Herbs and Fruits the Names of Saints, which he calls a 
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ftrange Superftition ; as the Rofés of St. George,and the Pears of 
St. Fobn, Je. , . 

. Mr. Garmann charges to the account of that Religion, all their 
Abufes in the worfhip of Relicks, and makes the grofs Errors of 
the Papifts fo many Articles of Accufation againft the Church of ° 
Rome,.of which he gives us fome Inftances, which, tho’ they 
were true, fay the Puris Jaurnalitts, they fhould not difhonour 
Religion for that, fince they are abufes which Religion detetts 
and. abhors. 

After thefe preliminaties, he comes.to his Book, 7. @. to ex- 
plain the moft wonderful phenomena obferved in dead Bodies. 
le divides his Work into 3 Books. Inthe firft, he confiders the 
principal phenomena of Hairs, and makes very curious Enquiries 
upon that Subjett, particularly, why Hairs grow after one is 
dead ; what is the caufe of the rednefS of Hair, whence they 
have their Origine, what the Stru€ture and Matter of em is, and 
whether they be Excrements ? He gives Inftances of fome people 
who have their Tongue and Gums hairy. He confiders alfo the 
Feathers of Fowls, and f{Carce omits any Queftions that can be 
made on thefe Subjeéts. He obferves, that Hairs are hollow like 

Pipes and are of a triangular Figure. That Hairs are hollow 
we cannot doubt, if: we make ufe of a Microfcope. Befides, as 
he obferves, the P/ica Po/onica, which is a common Diftemper 
in Poland, and -in which Blood. iffues from the Hair, is an evi- 
dent Proof that Hairs are hollow. 

The Plica Polonica is fo called, becaufe the Hair is folded and . 
twifted in a kind. of Knot. This Diftemper, which is little 
known in Fravce, iscommon in Pofand, and has this. oofervable 
patticular, that not only the Hair fometimes iffues Biood, bur . 
pain one when touch’d. 

As to the Structure of the Hairs, he obferves; that their Root 
is round like the bulb of a Tulip, and has a little Nerve in ir, 
which fhoots out feveral little Branches ; To that this Root is 
planted as twere ina pot of Flowers, as M. Ma/phig: exprefles 
it. The Hairs then are little Plants inthe Roots, ot which there 
are Sanguin and Lymphatick Veffels, of which we can’t have a 
more certain Proof than the Blood that runs from them. In time 
of Health, the Blood, which waters the Root of the Hair, pafles 
into the Hair like Juice or Sap , but when the Structure changes, 
as in the P/ica, the CutaneousGlands, where the Hair is planted, 


increafes extraordinarily with their Veffels, hence itcomes, that 
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he Blood is not filtrated into thefe Glands like Juice, but paffes 
freely into all thofe Veffels, and infinuates it felf into the Hair, 
— being very much enlarged, occafions its ifluing at 
their Ends. : 

Some Moderns alledge, that the hairs are folid and without 
any cavity. Leuveaboec, who is of this opinion, fays, that 
having examined fome hairs with a Microfcope, they feemed to 
him like little Balls joyned together, asthe pearls of a Neck- 
laces. If that be true, ’tis hard to explain the Diftemper of the 
Pole ; but according to the common Microfcops, hairs appear 
tranfparent, and full of Knots and Marrow, like the branch of 
an Elder Tree. Why the Poles are more fubje& to the Plica than 
other Nations, is a queftion hard to determin. Some alledge 
that it proceeds from the Waters they drink, there being a Foun- 
tain in Poland, whofe Water certainly occafions the Plica, 

After having confidered hairs, he comes to the Face, and 
quotes feveral inftances of lamentable Voices heard from Sepul- 
chres, and afcribed to dead Bodies; on this. occafion he relates 2 
great many things concerning dead people: y 

In the 2d Book, he fpeaks of the Spots that appear on the 
Skin after Death, of the Infe&tion of dead Bodies, their light- 
nefS, and heavinefS, of Apparitions, &c. 

In the 3d Book, he treats of the rottennefs of Bodies ; heexa- 
mins whence it comes that fome are preferved in the Earth with- 
out corruption, and on this occafion {peaks of Mummys or em- 
balmed Bodies, petrify’d Corps, and of the Refurref&tion. He 
propofes feveral Queftions concerning the generat Refurre€tion ; 
for Inftance: Whether thofe that are born without Arms, fhall 
rifé again with Arms ; and if they rifeagain with Arms, whether 
‘thofe Arms are to be look’d upon as Members raifed, or new! 
created ? Whether the Refurreétion fhall be according to the dif- 
ference of Sexes, or only one, viz. that of Man? Our Aovthor 
anfwers with S. Azguftin, that he who created the Sexes, {hall 
alfo raife them , and tho’ our Saviour has faid they do not marry 
in Heaven, he has not faid they have no Women there. Wedo 
not think itneceflary to infift upon thefe Queftions, but conclude 
with obferving that our Author’s Book is fo full of Quotations, 
that “tis fometimes difficult to diftinguith them from the Text- 
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Eclairciffemens fut les Conjeflures Phyfiques, par Nicolas Hartfo- 
eker. #. ¢. Illuftrations on the Phyfical Conje€tures of .M. 
ay pigs” by the fame Author. At Amfterdam 1710. Vol. 

4°. Pp. 189 


Se Perfons of Note having made divers Obje€tions againft 
M. Hartfoeker’s Phyfical Conje€tures, this learned Author 
has thought fit to publifh the Difficulties propos’d to him, with 
their Anfwers: Some Inftances of both are as follow. | 

Objection, For the Do&trine of M. Defcartes. Tell me, I pray 
you, what De/cartes and his Followers have done to you, that 
you take it to be your BufinefS to abufé them every where in 

onr Books. If Defcartes be miftaken fometimes in his Con- 
yetures, for want of necefflary Experiments, yet he has fhewn us 
the way of reafoning as we ought in Natural Philofophy; he has 
banifh’d from Philofophy the obfcure and barbarous Terms of the 
Ancients; he has taught us to explain all the Effe&ts of Nature ° 
by the Laws of Mechanifm: In fhort, he has taught us to give an 
Account of all the Animal Oeconomy, without having Recourfe 
to the vegetative Soul of the Ancients, and a thoufand other Chi- 
meras they have publifh’d in their Works, ’c. 

Mr. Hartfoeker anfwers this Objeftion, that Defcartes was, 
without Contradi€tion, one of the be{t Geometricians in his time; 
but he did not fo much excell in Philofophy as in Geometry, tho’ 
his Admirers give him exceflive Praifes, while they forget Bacov, 
Galileus and Gaffendus, who have taught us more Truths than 
he. As to his Metaphyficks, fays M. Hurtfoeker, they are very 
defe€tive. Cogito, fays Defcartes, Ergo fum. This is the firit 
Stone he lays in his new Building, after having pull’d down the 
old one from top to bottom. But where is the Man of good 
Senfe that can doubt of fo certain a Truth? For as fuon as { fay 
I think, I fuppofe my Exiftence, becaufe thinking is a€ting, and 
that one could not a& without being: Befides as this Propofii ion 
I think, is equivalent to this I am thinking, to fay I think, 
therefore I am, i. ¢. Iam, therefore I am; which is one of the 
wortt fort of Circles. . Ons 
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Our Author makes a great many Refie€tions upan this, and 
then comes to examin the Proof De/cartes has given us of the 
Exiftence of God, viz. Every moft perfett Being exifts, God-19 a 
moft perfelt Being , therefore God exifts, And he maintains that 
every Being has its Exiftence in it felf, without which it could be 
no'Being, to fay, cvery moft perfell Being exifis, &c.. is to fay, 
every thing that exifis exifts, ot God exifis, therefore God ex. 
_ifis. M. Hartfoeker comes next to De/cartes’s Phyficks, and ex. 
amins thefe two Propofitions. 1. That the Effence of Matter 
confifts only in its Extenfion. 2. That there’s always an equal 
quantity of ‘Motion-in‘the Univerfe. Two Errors, fays he, which 
are the Fountain of moft of thofe in the reft of De/cartes’s 
Works, by which finding himfelf ftopp’d at every turn, he was 
forc’d to make a thoufand rafh Suppofitions, and fo multiply’d 
his Errors. When, for Inftance, he had need of hard Bodies, 
which he could not pafs; he fays the reffing of their Parts occa- 
fions their bardnefs, and he gives us afterwards feven Rules of 
Motion, the firft, fecond, .third, and fixth of ’em are abfolutely 
falfe, the fourth impertinent, the fifth true, and the 7th, which 
he divides into two Parts, partly true, and partly faife. But we 
cannot infift upon thefe Things, and fhall only obferve that he 
fays, tho’ Defcartes finds fault with the Peripateticks for putting 
us off with a great number of obfcure and barbarous Terms; he 
pays the Peripateticks with the fame Coin, when to refolve the 
Difficulties he meets with, he calls to his Affiftance his Athereal 
Matter, his channelled Parts, his difkerent Moulds to caft all forts 
of Bodies of his Matter of the new Fabrick in, and a thoufand 
other Things which are as:bad asthe barbarous Terms of the Pe- 
ripateticks, and properly {peaking, are only a pompous Gallima. 
thras to cover his Ignorance. 

Our Author leaves this Article, and comes to that of the Soul 
of Beafts. Of all Defcartes’s Notions, none of them feems to 
our Author further from good Senfe than that of the Machinal 
‘Soul of Animals. Whoever believes that Beafts are meer Au- 
tomata, can never be fure that all Men, except himfelf, are not 
fo many infenfible Machines. M. Hartfoeker adds, that he 
would not colleét all that Authors have faid concerning the In- 
duftry of Beafts; for Inftance, how the Caftors work 2 or 309 
together by Concert in their Ponds and on their Huts, with what 
Induftry Bees make their Hives, and Ants their Subterranean 

Works, with what Cunning Spiders catch Flies, €7c. but he 
a ; wil 
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will-relate only two or three Stories that are come to his Know- 
ledg2, and of which he is fully affur'd. 

‘ A Dog fays he, being accuftomed to go orderly every Lord’s 
© Day to Charenton with his Mafter, who went thither to hear 
© the Sermon, was one Day left at Home, with which he was 
* difpleas’d, yet imagining no doubt, as may be guefs’d, by what 
‘ follows, that twasonly for once, he had patience; but being 
* ferv’d fo the next Lord’s Day, he was refolv’d they fhould not 
© ferve him fo a third ; and therefore the Saturday following, be 
© went trom Paris to Charenton, where his Mafter tound him next 
© day, and underftood that he came thither the Saturday Evening. 
© Cou’d a Man reafon better, fays M. Hartfocker ? If I ftay cith 
© to morrow thinks the Dog with himfelf, 1 fhall certainly be 
{hut up, as I have been twice already ; therefore ’tis better for 
‘ me to go to Night. 3 

That Dog underltood then how to count the days, may one 
fay, yes replys he, that is no fuch extraoidinary thing, fiace 
there are a thoufand Examples of it; there are Dogs, which live 
in the Neighbourhood of Market-Towns, that never fail going 
thither on I-larket-Days, becaufe then they hope to get fome- 
thing. Thofe that turn Spits inthe Houfes of Papi/ts, know ve. 
ty well how to diftinguifh between Faft-Days and others ; and 
the People have a great deal of Trouble to make ’era turn the 
Spit on a Faft-Day, as if they thought it to be then fomething 
out of their Duty. I have feen a Dog fays M. Hartfocker, that 
Fafted every Lord’s Day till Five a Clock, and would eat nothing 
before, tho’ ’rwas oftered him; the reafon-was, becaufe a cer- 
tain Perfon never fail’d coming to the Houfe at that time, and 
gave him his Belly full of fmooth Almonds, which the Dog lik’d 
10 well, that ne would never fpoil his Meal of them for any 
thing elfe. 

Then how can thofe Facts be explain’d, fays M. Hertfoeker, 
Without allowing thofe Creatures a Soul that seHects on their 
Aftions, that forefees things to come, co» pares their ideas, and 
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draws Conclufions from them. 
a ‘ ® . *f a . ‘a ana 
‘Objettion, In favour of Bells, which difperfe Thunder and 
= a “oe ry . : qt a ror - 

Storms. M. Hartfoeker fays they who affirm it, are vititusen 
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Yet M. Parent, gives an account in his Hi'tory of the Royit Aez- 
Tewahiron - _r 
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demy of Sciences, for 1703. pag. 19. That the 
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tiers fav'd themfelves trom a great Storm by Ringing their belts, 
and tells the Story thus; The s7th of May, there tet: about iuers 
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in /e Perche, a prodigious quantity of Hail, the leaft Stones were 
as large as Nuts, the midling ones as Pullets Eggs, and the third 
as big as ones Fift, and weigh’d above a pound ; they fellin fome 
places a Foot high, and there were 30 Parifhes where the Hail 
cut down the Corn as if it had been with a Scythe. The Inhabi- 
tants of Miers perceiving this, fell a Ringing their Bells with fo 
much Vigour, that the Cloud divided it felf in two over their 
Parifh, fo that they received little damage ; whereas 30 others: 
which had not fo good Bells, received a great deal. M. Harv- 
foeker anfwers, when they Ring Bells, thofe Bells ftrike the 
Spheres of the Air, which lye next to’em; thofe spheres ftrike 
the next, and fo on fucceflively, but reft again immediately; fo 
that the motion excited in the Air by the Sound of Bells, 
tsvery inconfiderable, “Ihis Sound, inftead of Tranfporting the 
Air from one place to another, occaftons only a Trembling, ora 
fort of Undulation., I have ordered Be!is to berung fays M. Hart- 
foeker, ina very calm Day, that were mvch larger perhaps than 
thofe of Iiers, and hung up a Sheet cf Faper by a {mall Thread, 
at 8or 10 Foot diftance, which was not intov’d in the Ieaft. 

Our Author has many Odjeéfions and Anfwers, relating to the 
Loadftone, Light, Fountains, Metals, the Vegetation of Plants, 
Weight, &c. for which we refer to the Book it felf. 
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De Viti Riedlini, olim Auguffe Vindelicorum, nunc in Patria Phy- 
fico, €&F Academict Curiofi, Curarum Medicarum, in quibus 
vari] Cafus, Hiftorie, & Obfervationes, coque ipfo malta Meo 
dicinam partim magis illuftrantia, partim confirmantia, & in 
primis Praxim Medicam exercentibus apprime utilia continentur, 
Millenarius. Quo fimul Epbemerides Nature Carioforum quo- 
dam modo coatinuantur, Ulme. i,e. A Thoufand Obfervati- 
ons on divers Cures of Difeafes, by Witte Riedlin, Dr. of Phy- 
fick at U/m, and Fellow of the Academy of thofe that inquire 
into the Curiofities of Nature, wherein are contain’d many 
things that partly illuftrate Phyfick, and partly confirm it ; 
being very ufeful for thofe that practife Phyfick, wherein the 
Regifiers of the Society that inquire into the Curiofities of Na- 


ture, are continu’d. At U/w, 1709. in 4to. pag. 712. 


HIS Book is a Colleftion of Obfervations on feveral Cures 
| of Difeafes, which are a Thoufand in Number, all differing 
from one another, and divided into 10 Centuries. Some Inftances 
of which are as follow. 

The Cough cured by a fingular Chonce. Two Sifters who were 
troubled with a violent Cough for along time, took a Walk in- 
to the Fields near the Bank of a River, where having a mind to 
take fome Craw-Fifh, &c. they went into the Water, and pleas’d 
their Fancy. This Imprudence, one wou’d have thought, might 
have coft them dear ; but they returned fo perfectly Cured, that 
they were troubled no more with the Cough or Cathar. “Tis cer- 
tain faysour Author, that to wofh ones reetisa good remedy tor 
the Cough, butit muft be in warm Water. Yet thefe two Sifters 
were Cured by putting their Feet in cold Waer; fo true ‘tis, 
that there’s no General Rule without fome exceptions. | 

The Virtue of Tea. A certain Man about 15 Years of. 
who drank mueh Tea, was perfuaded by fome of his Prien 
that it was dangerous ; and — ic off, after fome time, 

2 a 


N ore 
"O"9 

5 oe 
italy 


> 
+ 





396 he CHoks of the Lear Nep; 
a violent pain fell into his Knees, fo that he could not go up. 
Stairs; he did not much regard ic at firlt; butthe Diftemper in- 
creafing; he bad recourfe to feveral Medicines to no Purpofe, 
Not knowing what to do tor Cure, he betook himfelf again to 
Tea, and drank a good Difh of it. This put him into a great 
Sweat, which immediately deliver'd him from his Pain, which 
return no more fince. M. Ried/in obferves on this occafion, that 
nothing is better than Tea to temper the Humours, and drive out 
fuch as are Noxious, either -by Sweat or Urin.- 

~ A Remedy aguinft Madnefs. A Petfon of Credit aflur’d me, 
fays our Author, that there’s no Remedy: better againft Madnefs, 
than to take the Pouder of Anetonor Dill. Take three Anetons, 
dry them, and after having. reduced “em to Pouder, make the 
Patient {wallow them. This alfo cures mad Horfes, Dogs, €7c. 

A Beard of two Colours. A certain Man whohad a great Beard, 
{aw an Apparition, one fice of his Beard became White on a fud- 
den. They fay.that the Apparition touch’d his Beard on- that 
fide, and immediately it became white.. 

A Contagious Gout, A Valet de Chambre having received feve- 
ral Suits of Cloths from his Mafter, who was very Gouty, put 
one of them on, but he had fcarce done fo, when the Gout took 
him, and tho’ he wore them no more, yet the Gout did not leave 
him, but he was more troubled with it than his Mafter. Our 
Author upon this advifes, thofe who fear the Gout, never. to 
wear the Clothes of thofe that have had it. . 

Cure of the Gout by Sympathy. A Turkifh Phyfician was ta- 
ken Prifoner by the Emperor’s Troops, and brovght to the Empe. 
ror,whoask’d him: whetner the Gout was known inTurdy,as ’twas 
in Genmany ¢ He. anfwer’d that feveral Perfons were troubled 
with it there, and told him how they Cur’d it... They make Sca- 
sifications on the affetted part, then.they take the Blood that 
comes out of it, and put it clofe up in an empty Egg, which they. 
{top very well, and give it to a Hen to Hatch, then throw it to 
a Hungry Dog, who immediately fwallows it, and ‘in a little 
time after becomes all Scabby 3 upon this the Patient finds his 
pains diminifh, and receives confiderable eafe. 

Common Salt good againft the Fever. One who had-a violent 
Fit of the Fever, try’d all means to no purpofe ; a Lady advis’d 


him to throw a good quantity of Salt into fome Water, and 
then to drink it, which he did, and was Cur’d. | 


Remarks 








for July, z710 397 
Remarks on Phyficians, Baglivi in his Book of the Pra€tice of 
Phyfick, fays he has obferved, there are Phyficians who pretfcribe 
only according to the temper of their Patients; if they be Phleg- 
matick, forinftance, they order them Water; and it Cholerick, 
they prefcribe Effences, Tin€tures, &c. M. Ried/in fays this 
Remark relates to thofe who Know nothing of the Rules of 
Art, andconfult only their own Inclination. 





TAIN WR Lux de Luce, Libri Tres, in Quorum primo Ambigue 
locutiones, in Secundo varie ac dubie Lettiones, quae in vulzata 
Latina 8. Scripture Editione Occurrunt, ex Originalium Lin- 
guarum Textibus illuftrantur, & ita ad determinatum clarame 
que Senfaum, certamque aut verofimiliorem Leétionem reducun- 
tur; in Tertio agitur de Editione Sixti V, faa Anno 1590, 
multaque aliatratlantur, qua ( faltem plerags) omnes battenus 
latuerunt Theologos, & Sacr# Scripture Interpretes. Collegiz 
€F dige/fit Frater Henricus de Buakentop, Ord. F. EF Mixorum 
Recolletlorum, in Accad. Lovanienft, 8. Theologiea Leclor Fubi- 
Jatus, i. e. An Expofition of the Ambiguous Expreflions,and of 
the various and doubtful Readings that occur in the vulgar 
‘Latin Tranflarion of the Holy Scriptures, with Remarks oa 
the Edition of Pope Sixtur V. in 1590. by Friar Henry de 
Bukentop, a Recolleé& Profeflor of Divinity in the Univerfity 
of Louvain. Printed at Cologne, in 1710. in 4to. p. 536. 


T H E’ Univerfity of Louvain, have always applyed them- 
'% felves to the Study of the Scripture, and has produc’d ma- 
ny famous Authors on that Subje€t, as Rampenius, Framond, 
Fanfon, Pareus, the two Fanfenius’s, Eftins, Augeftin Hunnews. 
and Luke de Bruges, who took care of the Royal Polyglott Bible 
of Plantins Edition. Luke was very Skilful in the Greek and 
Oriental Tongues, being bred up by Wi//am Harlemiws, who 
affifted alfo in that Polyglott: John Hentenias revis'd by order 


of Charles V.the whole Bible from Antient MSS. and Printed ‘ 
ith tis 
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this was called the Bible of Louvain, and was the exa&teft Text 
of the vulgar Latin, before the Corre€tions of Sixtus V. and 
Clement VILL. Nicolas de Wingbe, a Canon Regular of St. Mar. 
tins in Louvain, Tranflated it into Dutch. Nicholas de Leufe, a 
Licentiat in Divinity, Tranflated it into French, affifted by Nicho. 
las de Larben, Prior of the Celeftins of Heverle. To thefe we 
may add Rycke/, the Abbot of St. Gertrude, Paludanus an Az. 
guftin, Lewis de Blois, Lat. Blofims, a Benedittin ; Merbecius a 
Premonftrant ; Beets a Carmelite, Magdalius Gaudanus a Domi- 
nican, -Bellarmin, Tirin, Delrio, Schottus, .Bonfrerius,-Corne- 
lins a Lapide, Jeluites , with Ivti/mar, Safboldus, Makufius, and 
Legerus. 

The Work is divided into Three Books, ‘In the firft he explains 
the Ambiguties of the vulgar Latin, which comes from that Lan- 
guage, and has recourfé to the Original for explaining them, of 
which we fhall give fome Inftances. In Lam. 3, 23. the Vulgar 
Text is Novi diluculo, multa eft fides tua, Novi is by fome {nter- 
preters taken for a Verb, and fo the Datch and French Tranila- 
tors abovementioned, St. Thomas, Hugh de S¢#; Vitfor, and Lire 
underftood it; but St. Bonaventure, according to the Hebrew, 
took it fora Noun Adjective, which our Author approves, and 
quotes the Text for it thus compa Sowa he Tranflates 
it, vecentes fingulis matutinis, which agrees with the Engli/h 
Tranflation, Thy Compaffions are new every Morning. The next 
Inftance is, Lawdate Pueri Dominum. Ue thinks Pverj fhould not 
‘be Tranflated Children, but Servants, according to the Hebrew, 
“ay He follows the Order of the Bible in his Work: And to- 
wards the end, obferves upon Revelati-ms 10. 4. Signa, qua locus 
ta fant feptem Tonitrua, & noli ea fcribere,; that Signa isa 
Verb, and not a Noun, as fome Commentators have thought. 
In this he alfo agrees with our Englifh Tranflators. 

The fecond Book contains the different and doubtful Readings 
of the vulgar Tranflation, which he endeavours to explain by 
the Original Text, and the beft Rules of Criticifm. To thofe 
who object that *tis Temerity in him to attempt this after the 
Care that Popes and Roman Corre€tors have taken of the vulgar 
Tranflation, he anfwers, That the Printers of Rome have not cate- 
fully obferv’d thofé Correftions, and befides have committed new 
Faults, which they have multiply’d in their Editions; and that 
many of the Learned Clergy have always been of Opinion, that 
the vulgar Tranflation might ftill be more perfe&t, and wonerrs at 

‘ather 
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Father Lorca, who wrote, that ’tis as certain as the Theological 
Dogmata that the vulgar Edition is very pure, that it has the 
true Readings througheut, and that no Man ought to be fo bold 
or rafh to prefer other Readings before. it, or to fuppofe that the 
Tranfcribers and Printers have fail’d in their Duty. We fhall alfo 
give fome of his Infiances on this Subje&t, 1 Crrov. 8. °Tis faid 
Mebufim begot Abitshb; but he reads it according to the Englifh 
Tranflation, and of Hufiin he begot Abitob; and to Pagnin, Arius 
and others do according to the Hebrew. In Fob 9. 24. ‘tis read 
Vel Celte feulpantur in Siluve. He fays Ve? Ce/te is neither in the 
Hebrew nor Greek; that the Hebrew is "Wy, which fignifies al- 
ways, or for uver. He owns that St.Gregory read Ce/te, and 
that the Word is found in fome ancient Copies; but he alledges 
tis barbarous, and fignifies nothing, and that above 500 Years 
ago the Dominicans, who correéted the Bible by Order of their 
General B. Jourdain, obferv’d this Fault, and faid it muft be read 
Certe, 1. e, Surely, and inadurable manner. Viduam ejus bene- 
dicens benedicam = Pfal.131. 15. The Bebrew Word which an- 
{wers to Vidua is My, which fignifies not a Widow but Aliments, 
Food, and efpecially Venifon. Sr. Ferome obferves, that the 
Septuagint Aguila and Symmachus have tranflated it very well by 
the Greek Word jee, Food; and ’tis by a great Miftake thac 
the Tranicribers afterwards put Xip2 a Widow in its Place. 

The third Book treats principally of the Edition of Pope 
Sixtus V. in 1590. He compares it with that of Clement VII. 
and obferves caretully the Places wherein thefe two kditions dif- 
fer from one another, which he fays they do not in any thing thar 
relates to faith or Manners; and therefore he does not think, that 
the Enemies of the Roman Church have juft Caufe to charge her 
with contradi€ting her felf in thofe two Editions, but he does not 
take Notice that it confounds her Pretences to Infallibilicy. The 
Council of Trent order’d that the vulgar Tranflation fhould be 
tevis'd. Pope Sixtus V. caufed that Decree to be executed in 
part. Clement VilJ. pufh’d the Execution of it to a greater Per- 
feftion, at leaft in the moft difficuit Places; and his Edition being 
more exaét than that of Sixtus V. he fubitituted it in itstoom in 


1592, Sixtus’s Edition was usd but a fhort time, and being ne- 
ver revis'd fince its Suppreffion, is become very rare, wach niakes 
Father Bukentop’s Work valuable; where we have * intiie ina 


‘ : . Ean Micyne ¢ ha 

very few Sheets. He does not only compare the cditions o. the 
. : 1 se a ee are ek ™ 

two Popes, but alfo examins wherein the ons is mule correct than 
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the other, and to this End goes over the whole Text. Pope Cie- 
ment V\II. publifh’d two Editions of the vulgar Tranflation cor- 
re€ted ; one in 1592, as we have already faid, and the other ip 
1593, Our Author was of Opinion, that if he compared them, 
he {hould find fome remarkable Differences, wherein he was not 
deceiv’d ; he gives us a Catalogue of fome of the Pafliges thar 
vary, and his Obfervations upon them afterwards. Thefe are 
follow’d by the Corre€tions to which the Printers of the-Vatican 
have given occafion in the Editions of Cement VIII. Atthe Clof 
of his Book,FatherBukextop fhews us thatPlantin’sEdition in 1618, 
which almott all other: Printers have taken for their. Model, and 
thought agreeable to that of the Vatican, yet does frequently 
differ from it. Our Author, whocondemns the boldnefs of the 
Printer, as being contrary to the expre( Prohibitions of the Popes, 
-does not however blame fome of his Corre€tions. ' 








‘La Digeftion des Alimens, pour montrer quelle ne fe fait pas par 
le moyen @ un Levain; mais par celui dela Trituration, ou-ds 
broyement, contre P Article 13 des Memoires de Trevoux. 
i. e. The Digeftion of Food, not by the means of Leaven, but 
by Trituration, or Grinding, contrary to the 13th Article of 
the Mennoirs of Trevoux, .Printed at Paris, i710. in 120. 


Pig: 33: 


HIS fmali Book is only the Plan of a more confidera- 
ble Work which our Author is about, to maintain that 
Trituration occafions the Digeftion ot Food. This he 


pretends will be a decifive piece againit M, de Vieuffens, who af- 
cribes Digeftion to Leaven, inthe 13th Article of the Memoirs of 
Zrevoux, of Fanuary laft: °Tis not like however to be publifh’d 
foon, for our Author fays he muft have fome time to write it 
In the mean while, he gives us his Reafons for Writing it, with 
the defign he propofes, and we have here a Tafte of his Anfwers 
to M. de Viexffens, which we fhall take in their Osder. 


There 
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There are two Caufes which move this Anonymous Author co 
write againit M. de Vieuffens. The firftis, that this latter inftead 
of having recourfe to Arguments, had recourfe to Railing, 
Awathematizes the Opinion of Trituration, and fays it ought not 
to be receiv’d by Phyficians, who underftand the Stru€ture and 
the Motion of the Stomach. His fecond Reafon is, that the 
Syftem of Leaven that M. de Vieuffens defends, openly attaques 
one of the Fundamental Principles of the Treatife of Difpeniati- 
ons, by attacking that of Trituration ; by which it appears, that 
*tis the Author cf that Book who attacks M. de Vieuffens. 

As to the Plan of the Work, what the Anonymous Author fays 
of it, is as follows. In this Work fays he, M. de Vieuffens’s 
Opinion is particularly examined ; his Objeftions anfwer’d; the 
Mechanifm, the force and ufé of the moving Fibres of the Sto- 
mach isconfidered, and fupported by matters of Fa&, Obferva. 
ons, Authorities and Arguments, by which the Publick may 
judge; whether M. de Viexffens be as Learned in Anatomy, as ke 
woud have People tothink. He does not alledge, that M. de 
Vieuffens is not a good Chymift, but what he fhall bring to prove 
the unprofitablenefS, infuificiency, aud impoffibility of Leavens, 
according to the Principles and Definitions of Chymifts, may 
give one caufe to fufpect, that he has a little forgot himfelf on 
this Subje&t. He willendeavour in the fame Differtation, to fet 
in a new Light, the Caufes of the Diftempers of the Stomach, 
by a new Qetiology taken in general trom the Mechanifm of 
Bodies, and particularly from the Stru€ture of the Stomach fup- 
ported by Obfervations. 

Thefe are the Promifes of the Anonymous Author, and what 
he threatens againft M, de Viexffens; and in the mean time he at- 
tacks him by way of Preiiminary thus. 

I. The Syftem of Leavens for promoting Digeftion is fo much 
baffled and cried down in the Treatife of Difpenfations, that our 
Author thinks it can never be recover'd; therefore he fuppofes 
M. de Vieuffens took Compaffion of it; as to which our Author 
expreffes himfelf thus. 

M. de Vieuffens declares hirnfelf to be the Apologift for Leavens, 
but one would think fays he,that he had cither toorauch Zzal or good 
Nature to efpoufe an Opinion fo much exploded. But his compat- 
fion, which grows in proportion to the digzace, has made M. de 
Vicuffens fenfible of the Fate of this unhappy Syftem, which he 
thinks fit to honour with his pro on tn 

me on . 
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In fhort fays he, no lefs Name than his was neceflary to give 
Credit to an Opinion fo much exploded; and fo defperate 
Caufe could not be managed by a lefs able Hand; but he ought 
to have brought new Proofs, new Thoughts, and extraordinary 
Obfervations: For fince he has apply'd his whole time to Anatomy, 
he ought to be in the Secrets of Nature, and fupport it by new. 
Difcoverics, &c. aad | 

II. Every one knows that the Syftem of Digeftion by Tritura. 

tion, isan old Opnion. But fince fome Modern Phyficians have 
renewed it, and added of their own to it, M. de Vieuffens begins 
with faying, That he will refute the Opinion of fome Modern 
Phyficiens, who would have it that the aftion of the Stomach, 
and that of the Teeth, refemble one another; and alledge, that 
the Digeftion of the Aliments is perform’d by the moving Fibres 
of the Ventricle, and by the A€tions of the Neighbouring Mufcles, 
which altogether, like fo many Hands, fqueeze and grind the 
Aliments, and reduce them to a fine and delicate Cream, almoft 
like that which is form’d under a Porphyry Stone. M. de Vieu/f- 
fens fays; this Anonymous Author, calls Trituration the Opinion 
of fome modern Phyficians; but he will prove that this Opinion 
is almoft as Antient as Phyfick it felf, and He does not apprehend 
how the ufe of the Teeth, can refemble that of the Stomach. 
_ WIL M. de Vieuffens maintains, that the A&ion of the Stomach, 
Membranous as tis, confifts ina gentle Motion, which is not 
fufficient to grind the Food. The Anonymous Author gives the 
following Anfwer. I will therefore explain to him, how effeQtu. 
ala long, tho’ flow Motion may be; and in the mean time till 
{have leafure to fay more, will explain it by a familiar Inftance, 
a blunt Saw drawn long and patiently, with the help of a little 
Water, cleavesthe hardeft Marble ; but perhaps M. de Vieuffens 
would have thought of other Machins had. he been confulted on 
the way of fawing of Marble. 

IV. The Motion of the Mufcles of the lower part of the Belly, 
according to M. de Viexffens, become altogether ufelefs for grind- 
ing the Food, when *tis confiderably fwell’d by Water gathe- 
red in it, or by extraordinary Tumours. His reafon is, that the 
fmall effe&ts thofe Mufcles are then capable of, muft be cither 
upon the Tumours, or on the Waters, that make the Belly to 
Twell 5: yet fays he, the > apn of the Food, does not ceafe at 
that time.’ A Dropfical Man, anfwers our Anonymous Author : 
A Man who is Dropfical in his Belly for inftance, has he no — 
rom 
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from the Mufcles of the lower part of his Belly, towards Breathe 
ing ? I queftion whether M. de Viexffens will alledge fo. It fol- 
lows from hence, that there’s {till fome Force and Motion in the 
Mufcles of the lower part of the Belly, even when they are extra- 
ordinarily extended. We muft examin then the force that remains 
in an extended Fibre, and this will be confirmed by another Proof, 
that a Fibre which is capable of moving or extending it felf} is 
capable of a great deal of motion. 

V. There are fome Men who can digeft very hard and Carti« 
laginous Meat, Serpents and other Animals, who have a Stomach 
as thin as Paper, diffolve Bones, and reduce them to a Siime. 
There have been found in the Stomachs of feveral Wolves, Bores 
of a confiderable bignefs, that began to diffolve into Chyle. Dogs 
digeft Bones, except fome pieces, that pafling too quickly thro’ 
the Stomach, go into the Entrails, where they are dried- with the 
reft of the Excrements, and from whence they come out afier- 
wards without being diffolved ; but emptied ofall their Juice and 
Marrow. M. de Vieuffens, to whom thefeé things are known, 
fays that *tis hard to explain by Trituration, the diffolution of 
Cartilaginous Subftances in the Stomach of Men, and that of 
Bones in fome Animals ; to which our Anonymous Author an- 
{wers thus: M. de Vieuffens will be puzzled to prove, that the 
Cartilaginous Subftances, if they be not very tender, and of young 
* Animals, are diffolved in the Stomachs of Men, Bones at leafi, 
are not diffolved in the Stomachs of Dogs, efpecially thofe ends 
‘of Bones as he owns ; for thefe parts of Bones, when they are 
hatd, come out without being diflolv’d, but without Juice 
and Marrow, which makes good Authors think, that Digeftion is 

tformed by way of Extraction, which is another Syftem that 
Mt. de Vieuffens mutt deftroy, before he Publifh his own as the 

only true one. 

VI. M. de Viexffens by allowing the A€tion of Leavens on Food, 
fuppofeés his Readers inftru&ted of what is ufually faid to explain 
how Leaven may diffolve the Griftles, and Bones without hurting 
the Stomach; wiz. That the Stomach is plaifter’d with a Mut- 
cous Subftance, which preferves it from the too great Operation 
of the Leavens, as Wax melted on Glafs, keeps it from being 
Corroded by Ague Fortis, Suppofing then this explication to be 
fufficiently known, it fhews how much the Scomach would tut- 
fer by fuch aGrinding, as that which is neceflary for reducing 


Bonesinto a Cream, as fine as if they had been ground undera 
Ee¢2 Porphyry 
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Porphyry Stone. The Anonymous Author who finds that the 
Leavens muft be no lefS dangerous to the Stomach ; retorts the 
Argumentafter this manner: Can M. de Vieuffens prove, that fo 
rowerful a Diffolvent can without danger diffolve Food, be it 
Rony or Cartilaginous, without hurting the Stomach which is 
lefs than Bony, fince ’tis only Membranous? He fays another 
Fault of the Argument is, that it proves nothing, becaufe it proves 
too much. 

VII, If the Digeftion were performed by Grinding, and by fuch 
a one as they fuppofe, who would Re-eftablifh this modern Sy- 
ftem ? M. de Vieuffens obferves, that a Pin ‘could never be {wal- 
lowed without hurr, and that the points of Bones devoured fome- 
times whole by Dogs, could nor fail violently to. prick the S:o- 
machs of thofe Animals. This difficulty, fays our Anonymous 
Author, pexplexes M. de Vieuffens, which we wonder at, fora 
Learned Phyfician has anfwered it. M. de Vieuffens fhould have 
known his Aniwer, which he fhall hear in time ; but ’tis ftrange 
to fee M. de Vieu/fens fo much on his Guard againft the point of a 
Pin, whilft he holds the Stomach to be fafe againft a Million of 
Acid Points, which he makes torefide init. 

VIII. *Tis the common Opinion, that in Phyfick tis dangerous 
to reafon a prior. M. de Vieuffens, who is of this Opinion, al- 
ledges, that the fureft way for a Phyfician who would difcover 
the Truth, isto examin the Caufes by the Effeéts. Our Anony- 
mous Author maintains the contrary, that in Phyfick we muft rea- 
fon a priori; and thus{here proves M. de Vieuffens, becaufe this 
Phyfician, to: prove that Digeftion is perform’d by Leavens, ex. 
amins the Effc&t of ’em. M.de Vieuffens fays he has always a 
good Opinion of his Proofs; but ’tis {trange that he fhould bring 
no other for the Leaven of the Stomach but its Effe€ts a poftert- 
ort, Yethecalls that a demonftrative Proof; but a Phyfical De- 
monftration ought to be a priori, 

1X. After feveral Arguments to fhew, that the Ferment con- 
tain'd in the Stomach digefts Food, M. de Vieuffens adds ances 
ther, which is, that if the Ferment be wanting or not in a good 
State, our Appetite decays, and our Food continues 24 Hours in 
our Stomachs without any fenfible Alteration. To this our Ano: 
nymous Author anfwers, that ’tis a falfe way of reafoning, a 
Circle, and a begging of the Queftion, and fays he ought Gir{t to 
have prov'd that the Leaven of the Stomach makes the Appetite, 
before he had drawn the Confequence that the Appetite is loft for 
want of Leaven, — X, When 
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‘X. When we eat and dtink, fays M. de Vieuffens, the Leaven 
that promotes Digeftion is pour’d into the Stomach by little Se- 
cretory Pipes. To which our Author anfwers, How is it poffible 
that the Leaven of the Stomach fhould be poured into the Cavi- 
ty of it, fince ic does not become Leaven till it be filter’d in the 
Glands of the Stomach? Therefore ’tis not pour’d in it felf; but 
only the Matter of which ’tis form’d. : 

XI. M. de Vieufens thinks with moft Phyficians, and among 
others with M. Bag/rur, that the Spittle, how infipid foever it be, 
is a powerful Leaven, whofe force is perceiv’d in the Fermentatis 
on of our Food; and thereupon advances, that the Digeftion is 
form’d in the Stomach by the Union of its Ferment with that of 
the Spittle that moiftens the Food in our Mouth. Our Author 
anfwers, That he wonders M. de Vieuffens thould reckon Spittle 
a Ferment, and bring it in to affift that of the Stomach; he up- 
braids him as if he granted that Chewing is a Fermentation, and 
alledges, that M. de Vieuffens {hould have told us, how a Mat- 
ter, acted by a force infinitely fuperior to that of Leaven, can 
take a motion from Fermentation, which is juft the fame as if 
one fhould light a Candle to enlighten the Sun. 

XII. Thofe who fuppofe Digeftion to be made by Leavens al- 
ledge, thatin fome Diftempers we digeft too flowly, and in 
others, fuch as the Appetitus Caninus, we digeft too quick: Not 
but that while we are ill, we digeft by help of the Leavens, as 
well as when well; but while we are in health, thofe Leavens 
are in their Natural State, whereas in Diftempers they are either 
too {trong or too weak, which occafions a difference in our Di- 
geftion. Upon this Principle M. de Vieusfens asks this Queftion; 
If Digeftion be the effe& of Trituration, and not of Leavens, 
how can we explain the too fpeedy Digeftion of Men who are 
feiz’d with the Cazinus Appetitus ? 

To this our Author anfwers, we are talking, fays he, of ordi- 
nary Digeftion; but M.de Viexffens puzzles the Caufe by an In- 
ftance of unnatural Digeftion, which is going off from the Sub- 
je&t ; but tho’ we fhould grant him, fays he, that this too quick 
Digeftion is occafioned by anacid, this would prove over and 
above the Leavens, being that they are out of their Natural 
State, contrary to the Natural Syttem of the Stomach, tor 
the State of the Diftemper being contrary to that of Health, it 
makes againft the Leavens, as occafioning Diftempers, and not 


proper to entertain Health, 
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KIL. WM. de Vieuffens fays, thar che Leaven of the Stomach js 
made by 3 different Liquors, which concur in compoling it: He 
muft, replies our Author, explain’ how thofe Liquors are filter’a 
in the Stomach. This mof, no doubr, fays he, be by the he] 
of fome Leaven; and fo he muft go on from Leaven to Leayen 
till he find out the Primitive Leaver, , 

After this he attack: M. de Veuffzns’s Style; and among other 
Things, finds fault wich his Word Kecrementovs, an Expreffion, 
he fays, never usd by any but himfelf, nor ever Like to be us’d by 
another. 





Differtation fur Menes ou Mercure premier Roy d’Egypt, contre 
le Syfteme de Marfham, © deBochart. 7. e. A Diflertation on 
Menes or Mercury, the firft King of Egypt, againft the Sy- 
ftem of Marfbam and Bocbart. At Paris 1709 in 12m. p. 


AT, 


4 
O52 Author propofes firft to fhow, that Memes, the fuft 
: King of Egypt, is the fame with Mi/raim or Meffraim, the 
Son of Cham. and Grandfon of Noah. 2. To prove that this 
Prince was the Mercury of the Egyptians; this he attempts to 
prove in the two Parts of his Differtation, wherein he combats 
the Opinion of Alarfham, who alledg’d that Memes was the fame 
with Cham, and that of Bochart, who confounds Mercury, with 
Canaan. 1. Menes, as all Hiftorians agree, is own’d to be the 
firft Founder of the Egyptian Monarchy, and he offers the fol- 
lowing Proofs that Afezes isthe fame with Mifraim. 1. The 
ancient Chronicle of Eeypt, whofe Author certainly liv’d before 
the Conqueft of it by Alexander the Great, unanfwerably proves 
this Point, as appears by a Fragment of it, which George Spxce!. 
lus has preferv’d; wherein ’tis faid, that the firft who reign’d in 
Egypt were the Aurites, that the Meffreans govern’d next, and 
afterwards the Eeyptians: From whence our Author concludes, 
that the firft Period includes the Kings who govern’d before the 
Deluge, and the 2d thofe who immediately follow’d. Now, 
fays he, the Name of Meftreazs given them by the Chronicle, 
is 
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is Proof enough that they deriv’d their Origin from Meftreim, or 
Mifraim. 

a. The Hiftorian Eratofthenes, quoted by Synce//us, makes 
Menes the Son of Jupiter; for tho’ the Greek Text has Asses, 
our Author is perfwaded that it ought to be amended thus Avés ust; 
the Son of Fupiter. This being tuppofed, fays he, ’tis certain 
that Menes was Meftraim, fince Fupiter, whom he mentions here, 
isthe fame with Fupiter Hammon, 1, e. Cham the Father cf 
Meftraim: Therefore, &c. thefe Authorities, adds our Author, 
have doubtlefs drawn Syxcel//us the Chronologer into this Opini- 
on, Eufebius, Abrabam Zacut a Jewifh Writer, Foxatban Author 
of the Targum, and the Arabian Hiftorians ; who all make Jle- 
firaim the firft King of Egypt. 

A new Proof of this Truth is, that the Fews ufually call this 
Country by the Name of Mifraim or Meftraim. Now that 
Egypt has been called Aleftreenne, Eufebius aflures us when he 
fays, That it was Rameffes who chang’d its ancient Name of Me- 
ftreenne zo tbat of Egypt, which was the Surname of that Prince, 

Our Author fuppoies that Marfham did not know thefe Avutho- 
tities, elfe he would never have faid that the Dynafties of Eeyps 
came from Cham. One of the principal Difficulties of this 
learned Englifhman’s Syftem is, fays our Author, that by carry- 
ing up the Egyptian Monarchy to the next Year after the Deluge, 
he makes Cham a King without Subjetts, and by Confequence an 
imaginary Prince. Our Author confiders Alarfham’s Reafons ; 
the firft of which is, that David in the Scripture calls Frypr the 
Country and Tents of Cham, which he would not have done, 
had he not look’d wpon Chaam to be the Founder of that Monar- 
chy. To this he anfwers, that this Country having fallen to 
Cham’s Lot, retain’d his Name for feveral Ages, cither becaufe 
"twas fo ordered by himfelf; or, which our Author thinks more 

probable, that A1:/raim order’d it fo to honour his Father’s Me- 
mory. 
This laft Conjef&ture, according to our Author, intirely de- 
Rtroys Marfham’s fecond Argument, which is that Egypt, accord. 
ing to Plutarch, is call’d Xiwe, and Cham according to St. Jerome ; 
to which may be added, that AMl//raim, as a further Proof of his 
Gratitude, order’d the Capital of his Dominions to be caild af- 
ter his Father, by which the Prophets Ezedie/ and Nahum is 
call’d Now Ammon, i. c. The Town of Cham, The Greeks call’d 
it Diofpolis, i, e. The Town of Jupiter, becaufe he and Cham 
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are the fame. He adds, that Me/traim eftablifh’d the Worfhip 

of his Father throughout all his Dominions; and that Fupiter 

la ador’d by the Egyptians and Lybians, is the fame with 
ham. | 

The 3d Argument of Marfham is taken from a Paflage in Piz 
to’s Phedrus, where that Philofopher fays, Thamus then reign’d 
over all Fgypr, and refided at Thebes, a Town of upper Epypr, 
the Greeks call’d it Thebes, and the God that was worfhipp’d 
there Ammon. The Englifh Critick alledges, that Thamus is the 
fame with Cham; but our Author differs from him, becaufe of the 
following Reafons. 2. That the I['bamus here mentioned did not 
reign in Egypt till after other Soveraigns, as P/ato makes evident, 
which cannot agree to Cham, 2. If Plato’s Ibamus and Cham 
had been the fame, he would not have diftinguifh'd him from 
Ammon, as he does here; fo that our Author is of Opinion that 
Plato's Thamus is the fame with Ofis, and fo much the rather, 
that this Name Thamus being peculiar to Adonis, he and Ofris 
are the fame Pagan Divinity; for the Proofs of which we refer to 
the Book it felt. : 

II. The Criticks are perplex’d to find out who the Egyptian 
Mercury is, and at what time he liv’d; as to which they have 
advanc’d feveral Conje€tures. Our Author thinks he has difco- 
vered both by a Paflage of Erato/ihenes, which is preferv’d to us 
by Syncellus, viz. That Arbotbe-, the Son and Succeffor of Me- 
nes, is call’d in this Paflage Efmoyers, the Son of Mercury; fo 
that there’s no difference betwixt Adenes or Meftraim, and Mer- 
cury. 

Clement of Alexandria own’d this, when he faid that Mercury 
the Fgyptian was worthipp’d at Thebes, where Mezes, according 
to Eratofthenes, had his Refidence. Anticlides, quoted by Piiny, 
confirms the fame, when he afcribes to Mees the Invention of 
Letters, which is alfo aftrib’d to Mercury: °Tis true that P/iny’s 
Text calls this Inventor Mlezona, which our Author makes no 
Queftion fhould be read Menem. 

To confirm thefe Authorities, he brings a Paflage of Dicdorus 
Siculus, which fays that Aizevis was the Egyptian Legiflator, 
and gave them Laws which he feign’d he had from Mercury. 
Our Author thinks we ought to read Mexes inftead of Muxevis, 
and he takes Mercwry as diftinguifh’d here from Mvevis to be an 
Invention of Diodcrus, and that he only brodght him in to make 
Mezes more like to the Greek Legiflators, who gave out that they 
received theit Laws immediately fromtheGods. = =~—S— Another 
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Another Agreement betwixt Menes and Mercury is, that neiv 
ther of °em were Native Eeyptiens ; there can be no doubr of it 
as to the former, who, according to our Author’s Syftem is Jle- 
ftraim and the Hiftorian Sanchontathon affirms it as to the latter, 
and fays he was a Phenician, who did not come to Evypr till after 
Saturn had given him the-Empire of that great Countiy. 

“To thefe our Author adds two other Proofs; one taken from a 
Verfe of the Amtbologia, where the Invention of Wine is afecrib’d 
to Mercury, which agrees very well to Meffraim, a Grandfon of 
Noab: The other is founded upon this; that by the Confeffion of 
feveral of the Ancients, Aftrology ow’d its Rileto Mercury; and 
becaufe the Chronicle of A/exandria, and the falfe Clemert ip huis 
Recognitions, faysexprefly the fame of Meffraim. ‘ 

* This Fa& being once laid down, fays he, there’s nothing more 
eafy than to fix the Epocha of Mercury, which is fo much the 
more neceflary, becaufe it wondertuily demonftrates the moft re- 
‘mote Antiquity, by difcovering the Origin of Idolatry, and the 
Fountain of all Sciences. Our Author concludes with a Dyclara- 
tion, That ’twas nothing but love to Truth which made him un- 
dertake this Task, and that tho’ he has been free in correéting 
the Miftakes of great Men, it did nor proceed from a Spirit of 
Pride, or with a Defign to raife hisown Reputation upon the 
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Reponfe a Quelques Critiques fur la Differtation de Menés, ou? 0; 

ae plaflaurs pa importants de I Hiftoire facrée et pro- 
phane, par M.P Abbe Sevin. i.e. An Anfwer to fome Criticks 
on the Differtation of Menes, which illuftrates many impor- 
tant Paffages of Hiftory, both Sacred and Prophane. By the 
Abbot Seviz. At Paris 1710, in 12mo, p. 63. 


. 


HE preceding Differtation upon Mezes has been attack’d 
re i by two Criticks almoft at the fame time; befides what was 
faid againft it in the Memoirs of Irevoux of Offober laft. We 
have not feen thofe two Criticks; but the Abbot Seviz an{wers 
the firft of ’em here, in a Letter dire€ted to M. Beaudelot, a 
Member of the Royal Academy of Infcriptions and Medals, and 
by the way anfwers the Objeftions propos’d by the Memoirs of 
Trevoux, and asto the fecond Critick, he fays he would have 
given him a particular Anfwer, had he not found his principal 
Obje€tions already anfwer’d in this Letter, wherein M. Seviz un. 
dertakes only to anfwer that Article in which the Critick combats 
the firft Part of his Differtation, and promifes f{peedily to anfwer 
the fecond Part in another Letter, 


He begins by fhewing faithfully, and without any referve, the 
Opinion of his Adverfary, which is reduc’d to thefe Suppofitions; 
that after the Divifion of Languages, Cham, whom he confounds 
with Saturn, having left Chanaan in the Country of the Chana- 

antes 
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anites, went to Ezypt, where he reign’d, and at his Death divi- 
ded that Kingdom among his 3 Sons; that the higher Egypt, or 
the Thebais, which the Poets took for Heaven, fell to the Lot of 
Chus, the fame with Fupiter; that Phut, Plat, or Plas o, had 
lower Egypt for his Share, where are the Palus Mareotides, and 
where Diodorus Siculus places Styx, Phlegeton, and all the Hell 
of the Fables; and at laft, Meffrazm or Neptune was Matter of 
all the Coafts of Eeypt, which lye from Cazopus to Lybia, where 
he built the firft Ships, which acquird him-the Empire of the 
Sea. M. Sevin, to fhew how litile Foundation there is for thefe 
Suppofitions, contents himfelf to lay down two Truths: The firft 
is, that Me/trcim was the firft who peopled Eeypr, and that Chum 
never was there; and the other, that Meftra:m reign’d over all 
Egypt, and not only over that part of the Country which reaches 
from Canopus to Lybias fo that Chas never poffefs’d that part of 
the Kingdom call’d Thebais. 


_ Our Author confirms here, by new Arguments and Authorities, 

thofe which he advanc’d in his Differtation to prove that Me/fraim 
laid the firft Foundation of the Egyptian Monarchy- The Au- 
thority of Ezpolemus, quoted by Alexander Polybiftor, is one of 


his his chief Arguments. The Paflage of that Hiftorian, as cor- 


rected by Bochart, fays, [hut the Children of Cham were Cha- . 


naam, the Father of the Phenicians, and Chus, whom the Greeks 
call Abfolus, Father of the Aithiopians, and Brotber of Meftraim, 
from whom are defcended the kgyptians. Fofephus agrees per- 
fe&tly with Expolemus, where, after faying that the Name of 
Chus was not extinguifh’d in his Time among the Defcendants of 
that Son of Noab ; he adds, that rhe Mefreans had alfo prefervd 
their Name; tor we call Egypt Me/rea, and the Egyptians Mef- 
reans. M. Sevin infifts again on the Teftimony of Erato/thenes, 
who calls Mees the Son of Fupiter; from whence ’twould fol- 
low, that Mezes is the fame with Meftraim, fince it cannot be 
deny’d that Cham is Ammon, or the Jupiter of the Eeyptians. 
This Proof, faysour Author, feems to be full and decilive to Fa- 
ther Tournemine himfelf, as he has expref¥d it in the Journal of 


Trevoux 
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Our Author adds another, v2. that Fgypt retain’d for feverny 
pes the Name of its firft King, as may be feen in feveral Places 
cf the Scripture, where ’tis called Mafor, which is plainly the 
fingular Number of the Dial Mifraim. Add to this, thet Ste. 
phen of Byzantium calls it Mo‘zp2, inftead of which our Authos 
concludes we ougut to read Azfora or Mefora, and the rather, 
becaufe the laft Month of the Egyptians was called Mefo-z, ang | 
tuat Grand Cur is at this Day call’d Me/er. We fhall ob‘erye | 

iere by the way, that Father Vax/led, in his Account of Eeypr 
, 7, affures us, * Titat the Moors and Cophti, the Original In... 
habicants of the Country, call it Maf7 trom Mi/raim, the Son 
of Cham, and Grandfon.of Noa, who was the firft that plant. 
ed it with his Offspring after the Deluge; and that “tis from 
the fame Mi/rai that the Tarks callit Mifir. M. Sevin con. 
feff.s, that this Proof taken from the Name Mefiraim’s be. 
ing preferv’d in Fgyps, depends wholly on the Teftimony of Au. 
thors, who affure us, that M:/raim was the firft Founder of the 
Egyptian Monarchy ; but at the fame time alledges, that being 
fupported by thoi Authorities, it becomes unanfwerable, and 
cant be turn’d upon him, as Father Lourzamine thinks ; becaufe, . 
if it be tree that Feypr is alfo.call’d the Land of Cham, no anci-. 
ent Author fays that Cham reign’d there. | 


* As to the Name Chemia, that Egypr ftill retain’d-in. the Time 
of Plutarch, MsSevin quettions much whether that Name de- 
figns Cham, rather than the blacknefs of the Land of Esypr, as 
Plutarch himfelf agrees, In fhort, continues our Author. the 
Greek Word yxyie may be very naturally deriv’d from the Hebrew 
Word conn, waich fignifies that which is black, He does not 
deny that Lvfebizs is contrary to him ina certain Paffage, whee. 
that Father fays keypt was the Abode of Cham, € ec. but he 
thinks that his Authority is not to be laid in the Ballance with 
that of Eupolemus, Fofephas, the ancient Chronicle, and Erato- 
fibenes. The Odjzttion taken from the Sacred Geography of 
Bechart, continues our Author, is of little more Weight: That 
Learned Man alledges, that Meffraim never enter’d into F 
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tis the Dual Number; and Duals are never made ufe df but to 
denote an entire People or Country. To this he anfwers, that 
the Sacred Writers make ufe of Singulars and Duals indifferently 
for the Names of Men, which appears manifeftly by the Name 
of Ephraim, which has the Form of a Dual; befides, we can’c 
explain that Paflage of Genefi: of a Nation; where ’tis faid that 
Cham had 7 Sons, Chas, Mifraim, Phat, Chanaan, &c. 


I] Our Author in the fecond part of his Letter, applys him- 
felf to fhew that all Egypt fubmitted to the power of Meftraim, 
and that twas into Eviopiz, that Chzs led the firft Colony ; but 
before he comes to the point dirc€tly, he inquires who ’tis of 
all their Kings, that the Egyptians Worthip’d by the Name of 
Ofiris. He maintains, that this King does not differ from Mezes, 
and alledges feveral Proofs for it. 1. Mazetbo in a Fragment of 
him, preferv’d by Fulims Africanus, writes that Mezes having 
{neceeded the Demigods, was Killd by Hippopotamus. Now 
the Hippopotamus in Queftion, is the Iypho of the Ancients, 
the Murtherer of Oftris, as may be inferr’d from a Paffige of 
Plutarch, where that Philofopher affures us, that the Symbol of 
Typbo among the Egyptians, isan Hippopotamus. Therefore 
Mewes and O/iris are one and the fame Perfoa. M. Sevin on 
this occafion, makes feveral Curious Obfervations on the ufe of 
Hieroglyphicks among the Egyptians, and their Doctrine about 
the Immortality of the Soul, and the Metempfychoiis, andthe 
Worfhip they gave to Animals; and which, according to the- 
Dotrine of Tranfmigration, he fays, was not fo extravagant as is 
ufually fuppos’d. 2. Pol/wx informs us*that Mazeros, who, 
according to.our Author, is the fame with Mezes, was the firit 
whotaught Agricultere to the Egyptians , and fince Tibullus, 
Statins, and P/utarch agree, that this was taught them by Ofiis, 
ourAuthor concludes, that he was the fame with Maseros, 


Hl. Mevzes is call'd the Son of Fupiter by Eratofthen:s, and 
Diodorus mikes Ofiris the Son of Fupiter Ammon. The Bacchus 
of the Greeks, Son to Fupiter, and for that reaton called srw'2-, 


is according to Herodotus. the Osiris of the Egyptians. Bucchas, 
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according to feveral Authors, was cut in picces by the Titans; 
and Ofiris the like by Typho and his Accomplices. Ivy in Greece 
was confecrated to Bacchus, This Plant, according to Plutarch, 
was called in Egypt Chenofiris, i. e. The Plant of Ofiris. From 
all which he concludes, that O/iris is the Son ot Fupiter, as well 
as Mezes, and that both are one and the fame. 


IV. ThisSyftem agrees with Chronology, according to which 
Ofiris and Menes muft have been Cotemporary, and Govera’d 
Eeypt at the fame time. : 


After having determin’d this firft Queftion, M. Sevin endea: 
vours to prove thag the Dominion of Meftrain, or Menes, ex- 
tended over all the 3 parts of Egypt, which are the Thebuis, and 
upper and lower Egypt, The Quettiou here is only concerning 
the two firft, for the Critick does not deny Mejtraim, the Pof- 
feffion of the laft. As towhar relatesto Dbebais, *tis ccrcain 
that "twas fubje&t to Menese Manetho puts him at at the Head 
of the Dynaltie of the T/ézites or Princes, who reign'd at This, 
a Town of Theba:, ‘ratofthenes begins his Catalogue of the 
Kings of Thebes, with Mears. Thamus, who is Ofiris, 1s has 
been proved in the Differiation, refided according to Pla at 
Thebes. Stephen ot Bezaatium affurcs us, that this City was 
Built by I/is,and Ofsris. Plutarch reports, that Abydos a Town 
of Thedias, was the place where Ofiris was Baniit’d. Menes 
reign’d alfo in uppér Feypr, fince Herodotus, fof pbus, and Ma- 
netbo own that Prince to,be the Founder of Memphis, the Capi- 
tal of that Province. ‘Our Author bringsanew Argument of the 
extent of the Dominions of Meftraim, trom the Divition made of 
it after his Death by his SevenSons. Healledges, that Ludim 
and Avamin, after having reveng’d the Death of their Father, 
who was Kili’d by Chas or Typho their Uncle, King of Erhi- 
opia, they dettled themtelves there. That Laabim and Nephta- 
him, deteated Phut another of thelr Uncles; and feiz’d a part of 
Afric, which from Laabim. was call'd Libya, according to Fo/e- 
pbas, inftead of Phutea, which was its former Name. The Li- 
byans ador’d Nepttubim after his Death, by the Name of Neptuz, 
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who; according to Herodrtus is a God, according to the manners 
of that People; for Libya abounding in Horfés, this was the 
seafon why the Ancients look’d upon that Animal as a_prefent of 
Neprun, Our Author by this Conjz€ture, thinks he has found 


the Explanation of the Controverfy, betwixt Neptux and Mia. 


neyva, under the Reign of Cecrops, about the City of Athens, 
He is perfuaded that the Foundation of the Fable is thus: 
Cecrops having led into Attica, a Colony of Egyptians and Li- 
byans, thofe Two Nations could not agree about the Choice of 
a Deity. The Libyans would have Athens put under the Pyo- 
te€tion of their God Neptan, and the Egyptians would have 
Minerva preferr’d, becaufe {he was honour’d with a particu- 


lar Worfhip at Szys,.a Town of lower Fgypt, and the Cour. .. 


try of Cecrops; and hence ‘twas that the Priefts of Egypr 
told Solon, that the Inhabitants of Attica were a Colony 


of the Saytes. | - 


As to the other three Sons of Me/ffraim, they divided 
Egypt betwixt them: Theba fell Phetrufim :s Chafluim, 
Reign’d in Upper Eeypt, and Capbterim in the Lower. 

Tis faid in the Scripture, that the Phi/iffimes who had 
invaded part of the Land of Canaan, feveral Ages before the 
Ifraelites came out of Egypt, defcended from Cupbtorim. This 
Circumftance furnifhes our Author with a Solution to the 
Qbjeftion raisd by Spinof/2, from Ger. 12. 6. by which that 
Author argued againft Mo/es’s being the Author of the Pen- 
* tateuch. 


M.. Sevin concludes this Letter, by’ fhewing againft the 
Critick, that Chvs had Erhiopia for his fhare, and not The. 
bai. He proves this from feveral paflages of Scripture, 
andthe Teltimonies of Ezpolemus, Fofepbus, Potlo, Sains 
Ferome, Kc. 


He fhews that Chzs is the fame with Typho, who Mur. . 


thered his Brother Ofiris , or Meffraim, and_ that this 


Aaffaffin, muft have Reign’d in Esbiopia, becanfe yo ae 
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Wife of Ofiris, found according to Semeca, at Philes,’ 2 
Town on the Confines of Egypt and Ethiopia, the fad re. 
mains of Her Husband, whom Trypbo had cnt to Pieces, 
for his Familiarity with Nepbry’s his own Sifter in Law, 


and Wife to Ijpho.. This laft Circumftance. is . related by 
Plutarch. | 
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An Expofition of the Church-Catechifm, for the Ufe of the Diocefe 
of Sarum. By the Right Reverend Father in God, Gilbert Lord 
Bifhop of Sarum. Printed for John Churchill, at the Black 


Swan iw Pater-Nofter-Row, 1710. 8vo. p. 342. 


H O’ there have been Publifh’d a great many Expofiti- 

ons of our Church-Catechifm in a fmall compafs of 
Time, all of °em, in a great many refpeéts ufeful, and fervice- 
able for che attaining of the Ends they were defigned to 
anfwer by their Authors; yet the Right Reverend the Lord 
Bifhop of Sarum, after a Perufal and Confideration of ’em 
all, thought ic not improper to add the Work before us to 
the Number: And tho’ Books of this kind, are naturally to 
be expected to be more full upon Praétical than upon Specu- 
lative Matters; yet.as our Excellent Catechifi¥is a Juft Sum- 
mary of the Doétrines as well as of the Duties of Chriftiani- 
ty; upon this account, an Expofition of ic may juftifyably be 
taken notice of inthis Place, efpecially when it comes from 
fo Mafterly a Pen, as that of the Right Reverend the Lord 


Bifhop of Sarum. 


Inthe Epiftle Dedicatory to his Clergy, his Lordhhip tells 
them, That he is perfwaded, that the poflefling themfelves 
and the Flock committed to their Care, with thofe Principles 
of true and found Religion, which he has explain’d in the 
Work before us, will give the World a noble View and juft 
Relifh of our Holy Faith, and foon filence all Prejudices a- 
gainft it ; and in particular will fo feafon young Minds, if 
early infus’d into em, as to fecure em againft all profane and 
-Impious Suggeftions on the one Hand, and againft all that 
bitter and blind Zeal abont lefler things on the other; by 
which, while the great and weighty Matters of the Law and 
Gofpel are little ftudy’d and lefs practis'\d, many are fatally 
led into a Difregard of this Blefled Do@rine, that purifies the 
Hearts, governs the Lives, and {weetens the Tempers of all 
who do truly receive it. 
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And upon this account he begs them, with all poffible Far. 
neftnefs, and-charges them bythe Authority-he has over "em, 
toapply themfelves diligently to the early inftructing of thofe 
under their Charge, efpecially the Youth : Inafmuch as in fo 
doing they will lay a Foundation, upon whichthey may after. 
wards raife a noble Superftructure, and will fecure their 
Pecple both from Infidelity and Popery:, Which, how widely 
foever they may feem to differ, the one fort feeming to he. 
lieve every thing, while the others believe nothing, are yer, 
inhis Lordfhip’s Opinion, nearer one another than is com. 
monly apprehended ; fince it may be truly faid, That thofe 
who believe only upon the Word of their Prieft, becaufe he 
told ’em fo, may be juftly faid to believe little or nothing at 
all, tha 

Thefe, his Lordfhip obferves, are the Rocks we are running 
upon, while many feem to be wholly taken up about that, 
which, like the Tithing the Mint, or the Anife, ought not to be 
quite negleéted, tho’ other ‘things ought to be minded in the 
firft place: And indeed, the doing this with a due Zeal will 
foon ftop the Mouths of fuch as ftand off from us, as it will 
free them of ill Impreffions of us, and that is a great Step to- 
wards their bniting with us in all things; which will be foo- 
ner brought about’by a zealous purfuing the great. Ends of 
our Function, and a prudent Calmnefs inall other things than 
by even arguing much about points in Difference, much lefs 
by bitter Invettives, or fcurrilous Railings, which may wi- 
den, but-are not like to heal our Breaches and Divifions. Let 
angry, ill-natur’d Men, value themfelves as much as they 
pleafe, on their Virulence, m his Lordfhip’s Opinion, we who 
ought to be the Difciples of Chrift, muft remember that New 
Commandment, which he fet that Value on, as to call it his 
Commandment, that we fhould Love cne another, as be Lo- 
ved Us. 


The Catechifm is divided into five Parts, - The firft explains 
the Baptifmal Covenant. The fecond contains the Creed, and 
a fhort Summary of it. The third is concerning the Ten 
Commandments, with the fpecial Duties that belong to ‘em. 
The fourth is concerning the Lord’s Prayer, with an Explana- 
tion of it. And the f/his concerning the Sacraments. | cai: 
not pretend to prefent the Reader with the Subjtance of what 
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his Lordfhip offers by way of Explicationfof all thefe Particu- 
jars; I fhall only obferve, that his Method is, firft to give a 
brief Expofition of the Branches into which each Head refolves 
it felf, and then to repeat the fame in Quefliods and Anfwers 
proper to be got by heart, by fuch as are to be Catechiz’d: 
And for a Specimen of the whole, I fhall tranfcribe hither the 
Subftance of what he offers in the General upon two or three 
Points. And the Subftance of his Lordfhip’s preliminary 
Difcourfe to the Commandments | fhall begin wich. ‘ 

In order to the preparing us to obey theie, we ough: to do 
two things previousto it: Viz, Firff, to ftudy to know the na- 
ture of them: And, Secondly, toform a ferious Refolution, 
and torépeat it.often in our Thoughts, that we will keep al! 
God’s Commandments always. The Firé, That we may be 
convine’d that they are Juft, Holy, and Good; for tho’ the 
Authority of God, as our Maker, Preferver, and Lawgiver, 
is fuch as laysa full Obligation upon us to obey every thing 
that he commands ; yet our Obedience becomes both more 
¢afy and more lively, when we are coavinc’d that the Com- 
mands‘are really good in themfelves, and that it is our In- 
tereft well as our Duty to obey ’em. 

There are fome Precepts, proceeds his Lordfhip, that are 
Call’d gofitive, becaufe there is nothing in the nature of the 
thing, to:oblige us to obey ’em, but only the pofitive Infti- 
tution Of the Law-giver ; fuch are the Sacraments, which we 
obferve, becaufe Chrift inftituted em. Other Precepts are 
Call’d Moral, becaufe they have a relation to the courfe of our 
Lives; and thefe arefo fuited to our Natures, that a Man by 
obferving em becomes in himielfa Wife, an Excellent, and 
an HappyCreature. They are alfo fo fuited to all Mankind, 
as they live together in Societies, that they are neceflary to 
the Safety,Peace,and order of the World. The entring far into 
this View, let us fee that the Laws of God are not a Yoke 
impos’d arbitrarily on us, but a Thread of fuch Rules as tend 
to perfe& our Natures. 

» The Grounds of Morality are to be taken, with refpe@ to 
Man, either as he is a fingle Perfon, or as heisa Part of Man- 
kind. As he isa fingle Perfon, that Rule of Life which keeps 
his Body in the beft State of Health, the beftemploy’d, the 
moft active in Bufinefs, and the moft regular in his Pleatures, 
iscertainly grounded on a true Principie of Morality; and 
Gg2 that 
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that which opens his Underftanding, and lets in upon hima 
good meafure of true and ufeful Knowledge; that which em. 
ploys his Thoughts the beft, and brings his Will to follow 
what his Reafon dictates, and reftrains all vehement Paffions 
or Defires, and governs both his Words and Aétions fo, as 
to make him aé& in all refpedts asa rational Creature, is the 
Foundation of another certain Principle of Morality. And 
as to Human Society, thofe Rules that eftablifh mutual Con. 
fidence and Affiftance, that fecure beft the Peace and Order 
of the World, that unite Men to one another, that render 
a Man modeft and gentle, apt to overlook the Faults of o. 
thers, and to bear with, and to forgive Weaknefs and Errors, 
and that difpofe Men to do all the Good to others they can, 
to be content with what they have, and not toenvy the Pro. 
fperity of others, but to advance it, and to rejoyce at it; 
thefe are all fo many Grounds of that Morality that relates 
to-other Men. : 

The other Preparative we fhall the more effectually be 
brought to work our felvesinto, the better we are acquain- 
ted wich that intrinfic Beauty of Holinefs, which, upon Exa. 
mination, we fhall fiad to enter the Nature and Effence of, 
and to derive the Obligation upon at leaft all the moral parts 
of God's Commandments, | 

And a chief Preliminary to the diftin& Explanation of eve- 
ry Commandment his Lordfhip makes to be the Confideration 
of thofe TwoGreat Commandments,in which our Saviour faid 
the whole was comprehended: wiz. Thou (halt love the Lord 
thy God with all thy Soul, with all thy Mind, with all thy Heart, 
and with allthy Strength , and thou fhalt love thy Neighbour as 
thy felf. Thefe Two Commandments his Lordfhip explains 
at large; and upon the latter he obferves, That by the Pa- 
rable of the good Samaritan, our Saviour fhews us in what an 
inlayg’d Senfe the Word Neighb.ur is to be taken ; even forall 
in Mifery, without regard either to Nation or Religion. Love 
os the fu'filling of the Law; for it is all comprehended in it ; 
by it every Duty becomes eafy; and is well perform’d, andit 
perfe&ts and exalts the Mind. and by it we fully anfwer the 
End for which the whole-Lawand all Religion is appointed. 


In his excellent Difcourfe upon Prayer, which is prelimi- 


nary to his Explanation of the Lord’s Prayer, his Lordfhip 
sy obferves 
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obferves, that Prayer in general, is the offering up to God alt 
our Defires ; that every a& of our Mind, by which we look 
towards God, or acknowledge him, isa Prayer. And if we: 
are his Creatures, preferv’d and bleft by him, we ought by 
grateful Thoughts to offer up our Homage and Praifes to 
him ; if we are under his Laws, but have often broke’em, we 
ought humbly to confefs thisto him, and to be deeply affe- 
&ed with the Senfe of it: And fince he makes offers of Par- 
don to us thro’ Chrift, upon fome Conditions, we ought to 
beg that we may be admitted to fhare in this; vowing and 
refolving, that for the future, we will ftudy toobferve all the 
Conditions prefcrib’d to us, in order. to our pardon. If there 
are Promifes of Affiftances made us, in order to this, we 
ought to beg thefe with moft vehement defires If all our 
Concerns in this World are under the Care of Providence, 
we ought to commit them to that Condudt, to beg a Blefling 
to all we fet about, and in every thing to fubmit our Wills 
tothe Wife and Holy Will ofGod. If we have the Hope of 
an endlefs Happinefs fet before us, we ought to pray for an 
admittance into that State, when God fhall call us out of this 
World. And if God has made us parts of his Church and of 
Mankind, and of any Church and Nation in particular, or has 
united us to any Perfons, by any Tye or Relation, weought 
to joyn in their Concerns fo far, as to offer chem up to God, 
and to intercede for them, . 

Thefe, his Lordfhip obferves, are the matters of our Prayers 
to God, and all carry in’em fo clear a reafon to enforce ’em, 
that if we havea fenfe either of God, of our felves, or of our 
Neighbours ; and if we either have a Senfe of the Bleffings 
wereceive, of the Sins we commit, or of the Duties we are 
oblig’d.to, all thefe will be fo many preffing Confiderations 
to engage us to pray ferioufly and frequently. But all this, 
continues he, will be better apprehended, when two Objetti- 
Onsthat may be made againft our praying to God, are well 
difcufs’d. 

For it may be faid, that if God knows all things, not only 
when they come to pafs, but even before, what need. is there 
of telling any thing toGod? And if God is the-Sovereiga 
Lord of the Univerfe, who governs by fixed and fteddy Pur- 
pofes; can it be thought that thef@ are alter’d by our Prayers? 


Can it be thought that God alters thefe upon our calling = 
Th; 
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him; or that he is not fo wife, and fo good, as to order a! 
things for the beft, without ftaying for our calling upon him > 
To thefe his Lordfhips Anfwers are as follows. | 

Ia order to thean{wering thefe Objections, it is'to. be con- 

‘fider’d, that our Prayers are not to inform God of any thing 
‘that he does not perfe@ly know before hand; but only fo. 
Yemn and juft Homages, by which our Minds are poflef\d 
with deep impreffions of things: Andasa Man, by a fort cf 
Reparation, acknowledges his Offence toa Man, who knows 
already that he has done it, this being a juft Humiliation of 
himfelf, join’d with the fubmitting himfelf to him whom he 
has offended {fo our Confeffions are not the difcovering any 
thing to God, but they bear in upon our Minds, whilewe re- 
peat thefe Aéts, juft Impreffions of the Guilt and Heinoufness 
of our Sins, as an effe€tual means both to humble and to reform 
us for the future. Nor is icto be thought that our Prayers 
work fo on God, as to make him change his Purpofes, but 
his purpofe in general, being declar’d, that he will hear the 
Prayers of -thofe who call, upon him, we ought therefore to 
pray to him, fince we know not what his fecret Purpofes are. 
And as he has commanded us to pray, his Lordfhip enquires 
in the next Place, what may be thought to be the Reafon of 
this Command ? 

And here he obferves, Thatit isnot to be fuppofed, that 
God is moved or altered by our bittereft Mournings, or our 
moft earneft Prayers ; but we are fure that Prayer hasa ve- 
ry good effe& ou our felves, and that is a fufficient reafon to 
juftifie God's making it the Condition of all thofe Bleffings 
that we mayhope for from him: Religion is not laid onus 
as a thing, by which God receives any thing from us; butas 
a means to purify, to reform, and to exalt our Natures: And 
if Prayer hasa real and certain Effe& this way, then here is 
a vifible Reafon why God has commanded it in fo pofitive a 
manner. Nothing gives Religion a more fenfible force upon 
us, thao when the great Truths contained in it are awake- 
ned in us, and made prefent to our Thoughts; when the 
Senfe of God's Authority over us, of his Eye upon us, of the 
Laws he has fet us, of our Sins and our Duties, -and of our 
being to give an Account of all we do, are in the moft feri- 
ous manner fet before our Eyes; and when they prefs upon 


‘our Thoughts the moft effeQtually, this ftrengthens all the fe- 
‘ : crest 
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cret Springs of our Actions, all our Refolutions and Purpo- 
fes ; and this-is certainly donein Prayer: For when a Man 
confiders himfelf'as-beforé God;'- andjas in his Prefence exa- 
mins. his: Heart, with:all that he either fays or does ; when 
ne thinks over all his Sins, with every Aggravation that be- 
longs to’em, and raifes in himfelf a juft Shame, and a deep 
- Remorfe for all that is paft ; and when he fees by what Steps 
he was led to Sin; and fo not only refolves and vows againft 
it, but fets himfelf by the beft methods he can-contrive, to 
avoid the Beginnings and firft Occafions of Sin: Joining with 
allthis a moft earneft Supplication to God, for his Direction 
and Affiftance for the future; and lets his Thoughts go into 
aright View of God’s Merciesto him, andof the true Excel- 
lence as well as the Happinefs of a vertuous and religious. 
Life; and refolves to go on, and be daily advancing ia it ; 
and when by hisearneft Prayers for others he has reafon to 
expect the help of their Prayers for himfelf; here is the beft 
methed pofiible laid down, for fixing in a Man's Mind an 
awful Senfe of God, an humble Senfe of himfelf, with a ju 
Senfe both of his Sins and of his Duties. 


Thefe, proceeds his Lordfhip, are the Principles of a religi- 
ous Difpofition, which, when they are ftrong and well rooted 
in us, will become the Seeds and Principles of a pure and ho. 
ly Life: And fo in this we fee the reafon for God’s making 
Prayer the Condition of our obtaining his Bleffings ; it hum- 
bles usin our felves, it raifes great Thoughts of God within 
us; and poflefies us with juft ones of our felves and others: 
In this matter, an Appeal may be fafely made to thofe, who 
fet about this Duty ferioufly; if, upon their continviag in 
thefe Performances, they do not feel a true Strength of the 
Principlesof Religion and Vertue, with a happy Calm in thir 
Minds growing uponthem. So that we may conclude, that 
as really as Food and Sleep fupport the Natural Life, Prayer 
fupports and fortifies the Spiritual ; when the Difpofitions of 
Fating and Sleeping grow weaker and lefs active, that isa 
Symptom of a Decay, or of the Approaches of fomie | ifeafe 
and.an Intermiffion or.a Slackening in Prayer is a Symptom 
of the inward Decay of Religion, and the fore-runner of 
fome ill. State or grievous Sin: 
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I hall conclude my Account of the Work before us, with 
‘Part of what his Lordhhip offers upon thefe Words of the A- 
poftle’s Creed, I believe the Catholic Church, and the Communion 
af Saints, | 
: They (the Apoftles ) appoiated that all Chriftians thould 
confider themfelves as one Body, and maintain the outward 
Profeffion of their Faith; and, in order tothat, fhou’d af 
femble together in one Body, which was not to be broken 
for a Diverfity of Opinion among thofe who believed in the 
Father, Son and Holy Ghoft, into which, or, into whofe 
Name they were baptizd. There were great and fharp Con. 
tefts umong them, concerning the Obligation of Atofis’s Law, 
whether the G-ntiles were bound to obey it or not; fome 
preffing that vehemently, who for that were call’d Fudairers: 
others contending that the Yoke of that Law ought not to 
be laid on the Believers among the Gentiles, The Apoftles 
had judg’ on the fideof the latter; the former ftood out in 
an obftinate and bitter Oppofition to that Decifion, and re- 
jected the very Authority ofthe Apoftles; yet even that was 
not thought a juft Ground of Separation, fince the Main of 
Religion, which was Righteoufnefs, Peace and Joy in the 
‘Holy Ghoft, was not ftruck at: Men of both fides might fol- 
~ Jow their Opinions with a good Mind, and in fo doing they 
were accepted of God. 

Inthis matter, the Apoftles charg’d the Chriftians to fol- 
Jow.their own Perfwafions, but not to cenfure, judge, or de- 
{pife thofe who differ’'d from ’em. The Faith, profefs’d in 
Baptifm, makes one a Chriftian and a Member of the Church: 
All Chriftians have a common Share or Intereft in the Bene- 
fits of Chrift’s Death, andin the Rights of the whole Socie- 
ty, and they ought to have a Tendernefs of Love, and Sympa- 
thy for all Chriftians; for the Words Saint and Chriftian 
ftand for the fame thing, fince all Chriftians profefs Sanctity 
and Holinefs, and are under all poffible Obligations to be 
truly Holy. 

They ought to love one another, to pray forone another, 
and.to do all the Good they-can toone another ;_ they ovght 
to keep themfelves united in one Body; and if out of Pride, 
Paffion, or any other bafe End, any one begins, or continues 
a Separation from the Body of the Chriftians among whom he 

lives, 
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lives, he is very guilty before God : Only when a Man is con- 
vinc’d, that there is fome unlawful thing to be done by him, 
in this living or continuing in fuch Communion, he, in that 
cafe, ought to ufe al] the ways hecan, to be rightly infor- 
med in the matter ; but if he continues ftill under that Convi. 
aion, he ought to obey God rather than Men, and venture 
on any thing, rather than do that which he thinks is a Sin a- 

ainftGod: But in this matter every Man is foto govern 
himfelf, that he may have within himfelf the WitnefS of a 
good Confcience, that in Sincerity and godly Simplicity he is 
doing that which he thinks is acceptable to God. 


ea 





Four Difcourfes, fhewing, 1. That the Apoffle’s Words, Romans 
the Ninth, have no relaticn to any Pertonal Eleétion or Re- 
probation. Il. That the EleGtion mention’d in St, Paul's Epiftle 
to the Gentiles, is only that ofthe Gentiles to be God’s Church 
and People. UI. That thefe two Affertions of Dr. John Edwards, 
viz. (1.) That God's Foreknowledge of future Contingencies de- 
pends om his Decree, and that he foreknows them becaule he has 
decreed them. (2.) Toat God did from all Eternity decree the 
Commiffion of all the Sins in the World, are falfe, bla/phemous, 
and render God the Author of Sin. AN. Being a Vindication of 
my Annotations from the Doctor’s Cavils. To which is added 
as an Appendix, a {hort Anfwer to the Doctor’s Difcourfe con 
cerning the Fixed Term of Human Life: By Daniel Whitby, 
D.D. and Chantor of the Cathedral Church of Sarum. Lon- 
don, Printed for John Wyat, at the Rofe in St. Paul’s Charch- 


Yard, 1710. BVO. Pp. 159. 


N a Preface to thefe ufeful Difcourfes, Dr. Whitby makes it 
his Bufinefs, to anfwer fome particular Affertions of 
Dr. Edwards, in favour of a Theological Scheme which is 
vifibly inconfiftent with the Reafon and Beingof all true Re- 
ligion; and direé@tly Apologetical for all the Vices and Abo. 
Minations, which either hitherto have been, or fhall ever 
be committed in the World: This Confideration is fufficieat 


to juftify any ones engaging againft thofe horrid Doctrins ot 
Hh abfolute 
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abfolute Election and Reprobation, and thofe which are brought 
by their Patrons to fupport’em; and with what Succefs our 
Author has already attempted to fhew their Weaknefs and 
Abfurdity the Learned World is fufficiently acquainted, from 
the feveral Writings which he has of late Publifh’d upon thefe 
Subjects. The Difcourfes before us are fupplementary to 
what he has hitherto writ in Defence of the Remonftrant Caulk, 
which it will not therefore be amifs to give fome fhort Ac. 
count of in this Place. 


" The Ninth Chapter of the Epiftle to the Romans, from 
Verfe 6. to Verfe 25. 1s the great Bajis, upon which the rigid 
Calviniffs build their frightful Theological Scheme ; the Do- 
Sor therefore makes it his Bufinefs, in the firft place, bya 
full and large Paraphrafe of this part of that Chapter, to 
fhew that nothing therein can concern the Dodétrine of 
Perfonal Eleétion and Reprobation, This indeed he has done 
already ; and he tells us he knows of nothing which he has 
offer’d upon this occafion which he has any reafon to retraé ; 
but fince the Ca/wini/fs in general have thought fit to embrace 
an Expofition of this Place, highly difhonourable to Almighty 
God; and Dr. Edwards, in particular, has of late publickly 
avow'd and endeavour'd to propagate their Sentiments in the 
World, he thought it no.way improper, or unferviceable to 
Chriftiaaity, but much the contrary, to fhew that this Chap- 
ter, rightly underftood, gives not the leaft countenance to a- 
ny of the lewd Inferences which either he, or any other Men 
of the fame Principles, have made from the Words of the - 
poftlein this Chapter. 

Now that this Difcourfe of the Apoftle was not, nor cou'd 
be at all defign’d to determine any thing touchiug God’s Ab- 
folute Decree of Election and Reprobation, or of Mens Final 
and Eternal State, purfuant to thofe Decrees; but only as to 
his choofing, and admitting Perfons to be his Church and 
People, and the Spiritual Seed of Abraham, upon his own 
Terms.; and his reje€ting thofe that, refufe to fubmit to thofe 
Terms; Dr. Whitby proves, previoufly to his Paraphrafe, 
from the following Obfervations, 

Firff, From the Confideration of thofe Fews he writes to, 
and labours to convince in this Chapter: For it is certain that 
they bad no Notion of any fuch Abfolute Eledtion or Reproba- 


tion; 
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tion; their Pharifees held no fuch Do@rine; the Notion which 
the Old Teftament, thro’ every part of it, reprefents to thet, 
is the Election of the whole Nation to be his Church and 
People; and that, not for any worthinefS in them, as he often 
tells them, but becaufe it pleafed the Lord to make them his People : 
This therefore is the only thing which they could underftand 
by the purpofe of God according to Election, not of works, but of 
him that calleth, v. 1. and by the Eleétion of Grace, ch. xi. 5. 
and therefore their Rejection, for which the Apoftle juftifies 
God’s Dealing with ’em cau fignifyno more. Hence, after 
this Hardnefs and Rejection, the Apoftle ftill declares. that 
wave Tiy txacyny, according to this Election, they were frill beloved 
for their Father's fake, and that becaule the gifts and callings of 
God are without repentance; and thence concludes, that the 
Time woud come, when their Fulnefs fhowd come in, aud 
they fhou’d be again God’s chofen People, 

Befides, That the Apoftle did not intend to fpeak in this 
Chapter of any Abfolute Decree of the Rejection and Repro- 
bation of I/rae/, as to their Final State, is evident from thefe 
Words, with which he begins the following Chapter, Bre- 
thren, my hearts defire and prayer for I[frael ws, that they may be 
fav'’d: For, on fuppofition of fuch an Abfolute Decree pafs'd 
onthem, this muft be not only a vain Prayer, but alfo an 
Oppofition of his Will to the evtxsiz, or good Pleafure of 
God revealed to him ; for itis evident that he prays for all 
Ifrael, for them whofe zeal for God was not according to know- 
ledge, and who, thro’ Ignorance of it, bad not (ubmitted to the 
righteou[nefe of God ; and therefore not for them only whom 
God had predeftinated to be fav’d by the Prayers of. the 
Saints. And in purfuance of this hearty Defire, we find him 
zealoufly endeavouring to fave fome of them, whohad been thus 
hardned and rejected, chap. xi. 14. which is a certain Indica. 
tion, that he did not think this hardning and reje@ting, fuch 
as put them under an Incapacity of being fav’d. 

Secondly, Dr. Whitby defires it may be obferv’d, that the 
great Defign of the Apoftle, in this Difcourfe, isto juftity 
God’s Dealings, as in his Providence he actually had done, 
with the Unbelieving Fews, rejecting them from a relation 
to him as his People, for their ftubbora Infidelity and the 
Hardnefs of their Hearts; and alfo wich the unbelieving Ges. 
tiles, by admitting them to “in Church and People, and ow- 
Hh 2 nine 















432 The Cttorvks of the Le arnep, 
ning them as the Spiritual Seed of Abraham, upon their Faith 
and Submiffion to the Terms he had. propounded for their 
Joltification, and Acceptance with him: This, he obferves, 
is evident from his Recapitulation of his whole Difcourfe, jn 
thefe Words, zi ée"ue, (v.30 ) What ws it then that we fay? 
even this, that the Gentiles which follorwed not after Righteou/nef;, 
( before the Publication of the Gofpel, as having no Notion 
of it, or Call toit) have (yet thro’ the Grace of God revealed 
to them in the Gofpel) attain’d to Righteou{nef, even the Righte. 
oufnel{s which is (the Fruit)of Faith sand fo are made God’s Chil. 
dren and the Spiritual Seed of Abraham. But ( v.31.) Tracl, 
which followed after the Law of Righteoufnef, (i.e, was zealous 
to obtain that Righteoufnefs, by which they might find ac- — 
ceptance with God ) hath not attain’d to the Law of Righteouf- 
wmefs, (Gr. es vigov Axsiocvins sn tehace, hath not gone before them 
tnto that Law of Righteoufiefs, which was firft preach’d to 
them.) And wherefore (was this fo) even becaufe they fought 
not (this Juftification ) by Faith, (as the believing Gentiles 
did )-but as (if) it were(to be obtain’d ) by the Works of the 
(old) Law; which cou’d give thenrno right to enter into this 
New and Better Covenant eftablifh’d in the Blood of Fe/us ; 
Faith in him being the Condition of entering into that Cove- 
nant, and obtaining of-that Remiffion of paft Sins which was 
neceflary to all Mens Juftification and Acceptance with God, 
and to render them the Spiritual Seed of Abraham the Father 
of the Faithful. He brings other Arguments to confirm this, 

which | have not room to tranfcribe into this Place, 
Thirdly, The Doétor obferves that the Apoftle’s firft Argu- 
ment to juftify God’s Difpenfation in dealing thus with the 
Fews, tho they were zealous of the Law,. as to reject them 
trom the Bleflings of the New Covenant, into which they 
were called toenter, for want of that Faith which he had 
made the Condition of receiving Benefits by that Covenant ; 
and in admitting the Gentiles to the Participation of the Blef- 
fing of the Covenant by Faith, without Works, is only de- 
fign’d to fhew that this did not make void the Promife of God 
to the feed of Abraham ; becaufe that Promife refpected not 
the antecedent Works of them who were then chofen to be 
the Seed of Abraham, but his Free Grace in calling them. 
This he proceeds to make manifeft in the Paraphrafe it felf, 
which! cannot tranfcribe hither: I fhall only obferve here 
tha’, 
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that after he has given us his Paraphrafe of the 17th Verife., 
he adds the following Obfervations, es 

Firft, That an Holy God cannot harden any Man, by put. 
ting any evil Principle or Difpofition into his Heart; for 
Evil never can proceed immediately from him who hath an 
abfolute Freedom from it. whois pure unmix’d Light, and 
in whom is no darknef at all: *Tis Sin which renders us the 
Objects of the Divine Difpleafure, and the Veffels of his Wrath 
fitted for Deftruction ; but whocan without Horrour think, that 
God will fentence any Man to eternal Mifery for what was 
done by a fecret Infpiration from himfelf? Thefe evil Difpo- 
fitions muft be hateful to an Holy God ; and can he produce in 
us the abominable thing which his Soul hates? He therefore doth 
this only, partly by leaving us to our own Hearts Lufts ; part- 
ly by withdrawing that abus’d Grace, which might, were it 
attended to, and well improv’d, corre& the Stubbornne& of 
our Hearts ; and partly, by putting or leaving us under thofe 
Circumftances, which, thro’ the evil Habits and Difpofitions 
we have our felves contracted, ftrongly incline us tocontinue 
in the Hardnefs and Impenitency of our Hearts. 

Secondly, That God is never in Scripture {aid to harden the 
Hearts ofany Perfons, but with refpect to their Deftruction, 
orto cut them off when their Iniquities are-come to the full, 
So when ( Deut.2.30. ) we read thus; But Sehon King of Hefh- 
bon would not let us pals by him; for the Lord thy God hardned his 
[pirit, and made his heart obftinate, that he might deliver him into 
thy hand, tobe utterly deftroyed by thee, v. 33 34. Here itisoh- 
ferv’d by good Commentators, That Sebon being naturally 
Proud and Stubborn, and being litted up by the Victories 
which he had gained over Afoab, Gud gave him over to that 
Pride and Haughtinefs which made his Heart obitinate againit 
the Requeft of AZofes, To pafs thro’ his Land peaceably. And 
fecondly, That he thus deliver’d him and his People to Deftru- 
tion, by the Hand of I/rael, becaufe, by a long courfe of 
Impenitence , and by indulging to brutith and unzatural 
Lufts, they had render’d themfelves worthy of this Punifh- 
ment, The fame Account our Author gives of ‘fofh. xi. 
19, 20. 

And, Laftly, that of Pharoah, in particular, it is very ob- 
fervable, that it is never faid, That the Lord hardned bis heart, 


‘ull after the Plague of Boyls; at which Time he we 
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ning them as the Spiritual Seed of Abraham, upon their Faith 
and Submiffion to the Térms he had propounded for their 
Juftification, and Acceptance with him: This, he obferves, 
is evident from his Recapitulation of his whole Difcourfe, in 
thefe Words, zi sy e742, Cv. 30 ) What os it then that owe fay? 
even this, that the Gentiles which follorwed not after Righteou{ncf, 
( before the Publication of the Gofpel, as having no Notion 
of it, or Call toit) bave (yet thro’ the Grace of God revealed 
to them in the Gofpel) attain’d to Righteoufnef, even the Righte. 
ofne{s which is (the Fruit) of Faith sand fo are made God’s Chil- 
dren and the Spiritual Seed of Abraham. But ( v. 31.) I/rael, 
which followed after the Law of Righteoufnef, (4. e, was zealous 
to obtain that Righteoufnefs, by which they might find ac. — 
ceptance with God ) hath not attain’d to the Law of Righteouf- 
sels, (Gr. as vipov Sxmocvins vx te9ace, hath not gone before them 
into that Law of Righteoufaefs, which was firft preach’d to 
them.) And wherefore (was this fo) even becaufe they fough 
not (this Juftification ) by Faith, (as the believing Gentiles 
did )-but as (if) it were(to be obtain’d ) by the Works of the 
(old) Law; which cou’d give thenrno right to enter into this 
New and Better Covenant eftablifh’d in the Blood of Fe/us ; 
Faith in him being the Condition of entering into that Cove- 
nant, and obtaining of-that Remiffion of paft Sins which was 
neceflary to all Mens Juftification and Acceptance with God, 
and to render them the.Spiritual Seed of Abraham the Father 
of the Faithful. He brings other Arguments to confirm this, 

which I have not room to tranfcribe into this Place. 
Thirdly, The Doctor obferves that the Apoftle’s firft Argu- 
ment to juftify God’s Difpenfation in dealing thus with the 
Fews, tho’ they were zealous of the Law,. as to reject them 
trom the Bleflings of the New Covenant, into which they 
were called toenter, for want of that Faith which he had 
made the Condition of receiving Benefits by that Covenant ; 
and in admitting the Gentiles to the Participation of the Blef- 
fing of the Covenant by Faith, without Works, is only de- 
fign’d to fhew that this did not make void the Promife of God 
to the feed of Abraham; becaufe that Promife refpected not 
the antecedent Works of them who were then chofen to be 
the Seed of Abraham, but his Free Grace in calling them. 
This he proceeds to make manifeft in the Paraphrafe it felf, 
which § cannot tranfcribe hither: 1 fhall only obferve here 
tha’, 
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that after he has given us his Paraphrafe of the 197th Verfe., 
he adds the following Obfervations. ee 

Firft, That an Holy God cannot harden aay Man, by put. 
ting any evil Principle or Difpofition into his Heart; for 
Evil never can proceed immediately from him who hath an 
abfolute Freedom from it. whois pure unmix’d Light, and 
in whom is no darknef at all: *Tis Sin which renders us the 
Objects of the Divine Difpleafure, and the Veffels of bis Wrath 
fitted far Deftruction,; but whocan without Horrour think, that 
God will fentence any Man to eternal Mifery for what was 
done by a fecret Infpiration from himfelf? Thefe evil 1ifpo- 
fitions muft be hateful to an Holy God ; and caa he produce in 
us the abominable thing which his Soul bates? He therefore doth 
this only, partly by leaving us to our own Hearts Lufts; part- 
ly by withdrawing that abus’d Grace, which might, were it 
attended to, and well improv’d, corre the Stubbornnef of 
our Hearts; and partly, by putting or leaving us under thofe 
Circumftances, which, thro’ the evil Habits and Difpofitions 
we have our felves contracted, ftrongly incline us tocontinue 
in the Hardnefs and Impenitency of our Hearts. 

Secondly, That God is never in Scripture ‘aid to harden the 
Hearts of any Perfons, but with refpeé& to their Deftruction , 
or to cut them off when their Iniguities are-come to the full, 
So when ( Deut.2.30.) we read thus; But Sehon King of Hefb- 
bon would not let us pals by him; for the Lord thy God hardned hus 
[pirit, and made bis heart obftinate, that he might deliver him into 
thy hand, tobe utterly deftroyed by thee, v. 33 34. Here itisob- 
ferv’'d by good Commentators, That ‘Sehon being naturally 
Proud and Stubborn, and being lifted up by the Victories 
which he had gained over Afoab, Gud gave him over to that 
Pride and Haughtinefs which made his Heart obitinate againit 
the Requeft of Afofes, To pafs thro’ his Land peaceably, And 
fecondly, That he thus deliver’d him and his People to Deftru- 
ction, by the Hand of J/rael; becaule, by a long courfe of 
Impenitence , and by indulging to brutith and unzatoral 
Lufts, they had render’d themfelves worthy of this Punih- 
ment, The fame Account our Author gives of o/h. xi 
19,20. 

And, Lafly, that of Pharoah, in particular, it is very ob- 
fervable, that it is never faid, That the Lord bardned his heart, 


till after the Plague of Boyls; at which Time he declares 
. his 
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chis Refolution to deftroy him, and that he only had deferr’4 
his Deftrudtion to a fitter Seafon. And, fecondly, That as the 
Heart of Pharoah was hardned till then by God’s Mercy, jn 
removing the other Plagues from him ; fo it was hardned af. 
terwards only by his Averfenefs to the Conditions of his De. 
parture :- For (1.) heconfents to let the Men go to ferve the 
Lord, but will not let their Little Ones go with ’em, Chap. x. 
g, 10. (2.) Next, he confents to let their Little Ones go al- 
fo, but woud ftay their Flocks and Herds behind, wv. 24,25, 
And to this he feem’d to havea fair Pretence, becaufe Afo/es 
had ftill deliver’d God’s Petition to him thus, Let my People 
go thatthey may ferve me. And(3.) laftly, when itis faid, That 
the Lord hardned Pharoah’s heart, to follow the I/raelites, Chap, 
xiv. 8. 17. this he might do, by ordering the I/raelites to en- 
camp fo, as to give Pharoah occafion to fay, they are entangled 
inthe Land, the Wilderne{s hath {hut them in, v. 3. and by can- 
fing him to fee the I/raelities walk fafely thro the mid{t of the 
Sea, and to think that he might do fo alfo, 

In his Second Difcourfe, Dr. Whitby undertakes to ftate the 
true Senfe of the Word Eleétion in St, Paul's Epiftles to the 
Gentiles: In order to which he obferves, That as we truly 
argue againft the Socinians, whodeny that our Lord fufler’d 
in our ftead, and-fhed his precious Blood to make Atonement 
for our Sins; that the Sacrifical Words us’d in the New Te/fa- 
ment, being Tranflated from the Old, it is highly reafonable 
to conceive, that the Apoftles, in their Epiftles and Difcour- 
fes tothe Fews upon that Subje&t, muft ufe them in that 
Senfe, in which that Nation always underftood them, and 
not in a new Senfe they never were acquainted with: So we 
have the fame ground to argue in this Cafe. | 

Firff, That the Apoftles in their Epiftles and Difcourfes 
directed to the ews, who had been ftill accuftom’d to this 
Notion of the Word, and were all ftil’d the Eleé, mutt be fup- 
pos’d in thofe Writings to ufe the Words of the Old Telta- 
ment in the Senfe in which they ever underftood them; aad 
confequently that in the feves General Epi/tles they muft always 
bear that Senfe. Secondly, The fame Words in the Go/pels, 
being fpoken either to the “fews in general, or to his owa 
Difciples, who were ‘Fews, and fo to them who were acqua!s- 
ted with that notion of Eleétion, and the Elec, which they 


had learnd from the Old Teftament, where it always figni 
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fesa Church or People, chofen out cf the World to be his 
peculiar People, coud underftand our Saviour’s Words of 
that alone ; and therefore, if he fpake to their Capacities; 
muft only be intended by him in that Senfe, So that it re- 
mains only for him to fhew that the Words Election and Eleé?, 
in the Epiftles direled to the Churches of the Gentiles, bear 
the fame Senfe; and that all the Places which the Patrons of 
an abfolute Election of a certain number of Perfons produce 
thence, belong only to the Election of the Gentiles out of the 
Heathen World, tobe, thro’ Faith in Chrift, receiv'd as God’s 
Church and People,and to be Partakers of the Privileges which 
formerly belong’d to the ‘fewifh Church. In order to this 
the Dr. makes feveral momentous Obfervations ; from which 
he infers, That the Elections nam‘d in the Epiftles to parti- 
cular Churches, are all of this kind: And concludes this Dif. 
courfe with obferving, that whereas the Sublap/arians all fayjthar 
the decree of Election was out of the laps’d Mafs of Adam, tho’ 
the holy Scritures fpeak frequently of the Election of the Fews, 
from and before aJ] other Nations, and of an Eleétion of the 
Gentiles thro’ Faith out of that part of the World which con- 
tinud Heathens; and tho’ it once makes a Comparifon ‘twixt 
the Damage all Men fuftain’d by the Fall of Adam, and the 
Benefits obtain’d by Believers thro’ the death of Chrif# ; yer 
neither in the O/d nor in the New T eftament is there one Word 
either exprefly mentioning, or intimating any Eleétion of Per- 
fons out- of this lapfed Mafs, or leaving others inevitably to 
perifh in it: Which muft give juft Reafon to us to fufpeé, 
that neither fuch an Election nor Reprobation ever was intended’ 
by any thing contained in the Holy Scriptures, 

In his Third Difcourfe Dr. Whitby undertakes to demon- 
ftrate againft Dr. Edwards that God’s Foreknowledge depends 
not on his Decrees, and that he did not therefore foreknow 
all Futurities, becaufe he had appointed either to effeé or 
Permit them: And whereas Dr. Edwards is farther pleas’d 
to aflert, that God did from all Eternity decree the Commif- 
fion of all the Sins of the World, becaufe his permifiive Will 
is his true and real Will; and fo that whatfoever Fadas did 
in the betraying the blefied Se/ms was determin’d or fix’d in 
the eternal Decrees; that wharfoever Outrages or Barbari- 
tles were committed, either by the Fews or Gentiles, by the 
Magiftrates or People, againft our blefled Lord and Saviour 
Whilft he was upon Earth, were all determined to be done; 
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that God doth not Will Sin dire@ly, as itis Vicious or Eyij 
but as it. may tend to fome Good; and that if we thus con. 
fider finful Actions, there is no doubt of their being deter- 
mined from all Eternity, andthe like: Dr. Witby is large 
in his anfwer co all thefe Notions, which indeed are fo re. 
pugnant tothe firft Principles of natural Reafon, that ’tis 
wouderful that ever they fhonld have met with Entertain. 
ment with any ferious aid confidering Chriftians, This is 
much the largeft of the Four Difcourfes now before us, as the 
nature of the Thing required it, the Subje& being fuch as ic 
infinitely concerns Mankind to be fet right in. 

And whereas Dr. Edwards has of late taken all opportuni. 
ties to Contradi&, and find Fault with feveral of Dr. 77%}. 
by’s Annotations in divers Paflages in the New Teftament, 
our Author’s Fourth Difcourfe contains a Vindication of his 
Annotations from the Dr.’s Exceptions : The Texts in which 
he excepts againft him are principally fuch as have been 
hook’d in for the Defence and Support of the Sublapfarian 
Scheme, ‘of the abfolute Election and Reprobation- Doctrines ; 
which Dr. Whitby confiders Particularly: But | have not 
room either to name ’em, or to produce what our Author ad- 
vances in defence of his Explanations of ’em in this Place. | 
can only obferve, That when the Reader comes to Perufe 
*em, they, will be fo far from ftaggering, as to confirm him 
in the Principles of Remon/tranti{m. 

In the Appendix to this imall Treatife, Dr. Wditby firkk States 
the Queftion concerning the fixed Term of human Life. Se- 
condly, He endeavours to anfwer all Dr. Edward’s Arguments 
from Scripture and Reafon, produc’d to eftablifh his Afferti- 
‘on. And, Thirdly, Demonftrates, that the Dr. has nor, nor can 
anfwer the Arguments produced againft it from Reafon and 
Scripture. And whereas Dr. Edwards gives it out as his Opi- 
nion, That Man’s Life here upon Earth, and all Things ap- 
pertaining to it, are unalterably appointed and pre-deter- 
min’d ; that the very individual and precife Time of his con- 
tinuance in the World is prefix’d and determin’d by the Al- 
mighty ; that the end of our Lives is exaétly determin’d, and 
that we muft defcend into the Grave at the very Moment 
which was prefix’d by the Divine Decrees that the particv- 
jar limits of all Mens Lives were determin’d by God before 
the Foundation of the World; and that no Perfon pee oe 
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peyond thefe Limits or came fhort ofit; and that the Eter- 
nal Decrees reach not only to the End, but to the means/in 
order'to it ; notonly to Perfons and Things, but to Time and. 
Place, and all other Citcumftances belonging to them. 
Dr. Whitly {pends his Appendix in the Confutation of thefe 
ftrange Notions. 





See at 


Examen Variantium Le&tionum Johannis Millii, $.T.P. Or, 
an Examination of the Various Readings of John Mill, D. D.. 
upon the New Teftament. In which it is fhewn, |. That the 
Foundations of thefe various Readings are altogether uncertain, 
and unfit to {ubvert the prefent Reading of the Text, \l. Tiat 
thofe various Readings which are of any Moment, and alter the 
Senfe of the Text, are very few ; and that in all thefe Cafes the 
Reading of the Text may be defended. (ll. That the various 
Readings of leffer Moment, which are confider'd at large, are 
fuch, as in which we must very {eldom recede fromthe vulgarly 
receiv d Reading. 1V. That.Dr. Mill, in collecting thefe vari- 
ous Readings, hath often atted difingenuonfly, that he abounds in 

_ falle Citations, and frequently contraditts himfelf. By Daniet 

hitby, D. D. aud Chantor of the Church of Sarum, Lon- 

don, Printed for A. and J. Churchill, at the Black Swan in 
Pater-Nofter-Row. 1710. Folio, p. 100. 


HIS Pieceis Publifh'd by Dr. Whitby, by way of an 

. Appendix to his additional Annotations on the New Te- 
ftament ; thofe Annotations | gave fome Account of in our 
laft Hiftory of the Works of the Learned, and promis’d then 
to take fome Notice of this as foon as I fhould have an Oppon. 
tunity ; I fhall therefore give fome Account of itin this Place: 
The Work before\us,) Dr.. Whitby tells us, coft him a great 
deal of Pains’; and the Nature of the Work muft thew as 
much to. any-one who is in any meafure converfant in theie 
Matters: I-cannct be very particular in my Account of it in 
this Place, but:fhall endeavour in the general to give the Rea» 
der a tolerable Idea of it, 3 


l4 | Dr, 
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Dr. Whitby divides the Work before us into three Books: 
And in the firft Chapter of the frf# Book he makes it his Bu. 
finefs to fhew, that it cannot fairly be collected from the 
Writings of the Fathers, or their Citations from the Holy 
Scriptures, that they read otherwife than we do now in the 
prefent Text. This he proves, firft, from hence, That the 
Fathers often alledg’d Texts of Scriptures, not as they were 
exprefly contain'd in the New Teftament it felf, but as the 
occurr’d to their own Memories: Secondly, Becaufe they often 
give us only the Senfe and Subftance of Paflages, without any 
regard to the Words themfelves: Thirdly, Becaufe they often 

add feveral things to the Text it felf: Fourthly, Becaufe they 
often omit feveral Words, and fometimes whole Periods: 
Fifthly, Becaufe the fame Fathers, who fometimes cite Paffa- 
ges different from the vulgar Text, at other times cite the 
fame Paflages agreeing with it: And /ixthly, Becaufe they 
often heap together in their Quotations feveral remote Setti- 
ons of Scripture, which-occtr in the Senfe in different Places, 
but are nowhere exprefly to be met with.- All thefe Particu- 
tars the Doéfor endeavours to confirm by: feveral Examples, 
which I cannot be particular in my Tranfcription of into this 
Place. The curious’Reader, ‘who has a juft Relifh for thefe 
Matters, will be tempted to have Recourfe for them to the 
Book it. felfi SAD 301 1G WINDG) Bow EE 

In the fecond Chapter of the frf# Book, our Author makes 
it his Bufinefs to fhew, that a various Reading cannot be fair- 
iy collected from the vulgar Latin, or from the Latin Verfion 
of a Greek Father, or from ‘a Paflagecited by.the Latin Fa- 
thers: Firft, Becaufe whatever the Original Text in it felf 
he, it is the Cuftom. of Interpreters, to accommodate the 
Words they make ufe of to the vulgar Verfion : Secondly, Be- 
caufe the Latin Fathers were very indifferent Judges of thefe 
Matters, being but» poor Criticks in’ Greeks. This Dr. Mill 
himfelf allows of them, as Dr. Whitby fhews. in feveral Parti- 
culars. And in the third Chapter he makes it appear, that it 
cannot be fairly collected from the Manufcripts.of the We/tern 
Church, that the prefent Text ought. to be corretted ; _fir/, 
from the Opinion of Father Sion in this Cafe, the Ignorance 
of Tranfcribers, and the Errors with which thofe ied 

cripts 
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fcripts abound 5 and, fecondiy, fromthe Judgment of Doétor 
Mill himfelf: ny 9G OF yL 


in the fourth Chapter ovr Author fhews, tliat the Confent 
of almoft all the Verfions in one Reading, is not, ia Dr A4:1)’s 
‘Opinion, a certain Indication @f its being true: Here our Au- 
thor confiders the weight of each particular Verfion, and ef 
ecially the vulgar Latin; wypon which, as Dr. Mill lays fo 


P ; : peddle 
much Strefs upon it, Dr. Whitby is large, not only in this 
th too; in which he fhews, That 


‘Chapter, but in the ff 
whereas Dr. AGi/] is of Opinion, that this Verfion was taken 
‘from the pureft Copies, which were inferiour to none but the 
very Originals of the Apoftles themfelves, in the Opinion 
of the Latim Fathers this Verfion ought to be corrected by the 
Greek Copies: Whence it follows, that there were not wan- 
ting Greek Copies in their time pure and incorrupt, and fuch, 
as by which the Faults of this Latin Verfionit felf might war- 
tantably be -corre&ted ; and that they knew of no particular 
‘Latin Verfion, which was a Standard, by which all other La- 
tin Verfions were to be examin'd. Dr Whitby is large upon 
thefe Particulars; but it is impoffible to produce the Subftance 
‘of what he offers in this Place, The Judicious Reader, who 
has taken any Pains to acquaint himfelf with Dr. Adill’s Greek 
Teftament, willbe able, from my neming the Heads which 
Dr. Whitby goes upon, to form fomething of a Judgment of 


the Work before us. 


~2!' The Second Book of the Work before us is divided into three 
‘Chapters: In the first of which, we have a Vindication : of 
‘fome famous Paffages, in which the different Reading feems 
to be of confiderable Confequence, viz. Matt. v. 22. Mat. vi, 
*13, &e. In the fecond, Dr. Whitby gives us an Examination of 
“the various Readings upon the Four Gofpels, and the Ads of 
‘the’ Holy Apoftles: Andin the third of thofe in the:-Epiftles 
of St: Pan/, and the General Epiftles. 9 And in the third'and 
taft Book, we have a Specimen of the various Readings of lef 
fer Confequente, viz, of the Addition or Subitraétion of an 
‘Attkle; of the changing of one Noun for another of the 
fathe’Signification, or ‘of a’ Pronoun Relative into a Noun 
‘Subftantive, &c. of the Change of Adjectives without any 
‘Alteration of the Senfe ; of the changing of the Pronouns 
weet f li 2 NILES» 


















440 The Works of the LEARNED, 


fiuss,iuW’, &c. and their Defects. where, if they are really 
wanting, they are neceflarily to be underftood., dc. of the 
Defe& of Adverbs, where they are apparently neceflary, oy 
the Change of them without:any Alteration of the Senfe; of 
the Change of Prepofitions, Conjunétions, dc. And to thefe 
the Dofor fubjoins, by way @f Conclufion, an Anfwer to the 
Objeftions of the Romanifts and Sceptics: againft the Gennujp. 
nefs of the Greek Text ; reg inane -in.which he gives 
an Account of feveral of Dr. A4il/’s Self-Contradiétions. 4 
Specimen of the Latin Verfion, as it was before it recejy’g 
St. Ferome’s Emendations, from the {purious Readings, pe. 
feéts, and Redundances which are to: be met with in the 
Commentaries of Hilary the Deacon upon St. Paul’s Epitftles : 
and aColleétion of the Paflages of Scripture, whofe various 
Readings are difputed in the Work before us,. 


In a large Preface to this Piece, Dr. Whithy gives his Rea 
fons why he. undertook this Examination, of Dr. A4i/l’s Vari- 
ous Readings: Viz. Becaufe, whereas it is the firm Belief of 
the Church of England, and allthe other Reformd Churches, 
that the Holy Scriptures do contain a perfect and fufficiently 


plain Rule, both of Fith and Praéfice, as far as we are obli- - 
ped either to believe or doany thing ja order to our Eternal 
Salvation; Dr. Mill does greatly prejudice this Rule; partly 
by multiplying various. Readings, without any Neceflity, or 
upon no juft Grounds, in oppofition to almoft all the ancient 
Copies, Verfions, Fathersand Commentators, in Favour of 
one Vulgar, Coptic or e£thiopic Verfion ; and; partly by ac- 
knowledging that the Holy Scriptures have been corrupted, 
and in many Places interpolated ‘from the earlieft Ages ofthe 
Church, and even from the Times of the Apoftles themfelves. 
Dr. Whitby himfelf grants that the Divine Providence has not 
been fo particularly watchful over the Sacred Scriptures, as 
to have:preferv’d them from. all Faults ; but he, looks upon it 
as highly reafonable to believe; that he who hath appointed 
the Holy Scriptures for the fole Rule of Fui:hand Adanners to 
the Church thro’ al] Ages, fhou'd be fo careful of this Rule, 
as to preferve it capable of anfwering the. End for which it 
was originally defign’d.. . Inafmuch as Infinite Wifdom cannot 
propofe Means infufficient to, attain the Ends it aims as; nor 
Infinite Goodnefs and Juftice require Chriftians to reprise 
their 
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their Lives and Actions by. fuch a Rule, under the heaviefk 
Penalties, which, by reafon of the Corruptions mix’d with. it, 
isin a great meafure incapable of. anfwering the End for. 
which it was given. And he looks upon it as infallible, that 
they plainly fubvert this our Rule of Faith, who deny that 
the Original Text is come to our hands fo: pure and uncor- 
rupt, as that we may thence be- able to deduce the Articles 
of Faith, and-Rules of Life neceflary to our Salvation, 

Upon this Dr. Whitby profefles himfelf very forry, that he 
finds fo many thingsin Dr. Mill's Prolegomena, which either 
plainly weaken our Rule of Faith, or give others too f{pecious 
a Handle of queftioning its Soundnefs,. or at leaft feem togive 
fomething of an appearance of. Strength to the Objections of 
the Romaniffs and others againft this Rule. 

For, first, he obferves, That the very heaping up together 
of a vaft number of various Readings, will keep a great ma- 
ny ia Sufpenfe, and give’em occafion to fufpe& that there is - 
little of Certainty to be expected from: that Book, in which . 
the genuin Reading of every Verfe and Sentence is difputed. 
Morinus argued fuch a Depravation of the Greek Text, as in 
fome meafure weakens its Authority from R. Stepbens’s Col- 
lections of various Readings. And if fo, he asks, how much 
mere will the, Romanists triumph over the fame Text, whea 
they fee.thofe various-Readings multiplyd by Dr. Mill into 
four times the number produc’d by Stephens, aud at laft confi- 
derably inlarg’d by a copious Appendix. 

And whereas, in the fecond place, Dr. Mill pofitively de- 
clares,. that feveral Corrvptions and Interpolations have crept 
into the Holy Scriptures, even from the earlieft Antiquity, 
and ever fromthe very firft Rife of the Canon of the New. 
Teftament ; this our Author looks upon as a Notion of very 
pernicious Confequence. Dr. Mili, after a great deal of Study 
and Pains, profefles to have found out two thoufand Places, 
in which the Copies, handed, down to us by. the Church, have 
been obnoxious to Corruptions, a great many«of which have 
been added to the Original Text even in the Infancy of the 
Church: Nay he adds, That fome ignorant Reader or other 
has with his Commentaries and Interpolations above a thou- 
fand times corrupted the Original Text ; and that what was 
at firft only a Marginal Note; has very often crept into the 


Text, and infeéed all Copies fucceflively : And it this - 
| ; 4 
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fo, Dr. Whitby asks, Coud this in any Meafure be done with. 
out the greateft Ofcitancy- and‘ Negligence of the Governours 
of the Church? Or cou’d thefe imaginary Scholia creep into 
all the Copies difpers’d far and wide throughout the whole 
-Chriftian World, and Tranflated into‘ different Languages 
without a Confederacy in this Matter of the whole Body of 
-Chriftians? For fince thefe Sacred Books were every whete 
read, and either the Originals themfelves, ‘or Copies faithful 
‘ly taken from them, were in the Hands of all the Faithful, 
_and preferv’d in the Archives of the firft Churches; thefe 
.things-cou'd no otherwife poffibly be effected but by the mu. 
tual Confederacy of the Parties concern’d, . 
And whereas it may be alledged from the conceflion of Oy#- 
gen, that “ there is a great difference in the Copies of the 
‘© Holy Scriptures, arifing either from the negligence of fome 
“ Tranfcribers, or the boldnefs of others in correcting what 
“© Paflages they imagin’d wanted Correétion, ¢@c. ” Our Av- 
thor anfwers, Fir/t, that the Eighth Homily on St. Matthew, 
publift?d by Aéerlinus trom the old Tranflation, manifeftly 
anfwers the Greek, which occurs -in ‘the Intercourfe ’twixt 
-Chrift and the Rich Man ; in which neverthelefs the laft part 
-of the Words cited are omitted ; which affords good reafon 
“of Sufpicion, that thefe Words, which are now to be met with 
‘in the Greek of O+igen, were not formerly there, but have 
been fince added by fomebody to the Text. 


Secondly he obferves, That Origen brings nothing but un- 
reafonable Sufpicions in that Homily for the confirmation of 
this Notion; for whereas he ought:to have appeal’d to more 
correct Copies to prove his Point, he grounds his ‘Sufpicion 
upon very weak and inconclufive Reafons; as Firs#, That 
Chrift could not fay to hint who had kept this Precept, Thou 
fhalt love thy Neighbour us thy felf,, if thou wilt be perfed fell what 
thou' bast ;‘as if ‘he’who' lov'd his Neighbour, in the Fewi{h 
Senfe, was to Be look’d on as upon that account Perfed. Se- 
condly, That in the Account given by St. Mark and St. Luke 
of thefe Paflages, neither of them has added this, If thou wilt 
be perfect, &c. which is no Proof at all that thefe Words are 
an Interpolation, untefs it can be prov’d precedently that 

there ts nothing to be met with in St: Matthew, which is not 
related as fully; and with the fame number of Circumftances 
in 
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in St. Mark and St. Luke. Upon thefe Accounts Dr. Whitby 
is .of Opinion that Origen had:no reafon at all to fufpeé& that 
thefe Words were interpolated into the genuin Original, or 
any true Copy of St. Matthea. 7 


Thirdly, Our Author anfwers, That the difference of Copies, 
which Origen takes Notice of in this Place, is not the diffe- 
rence of Copies in reading of the fame Text, but only the 
difference of the Words of one Evangelift from thofe of ano- 
ther, and not from his own; for Origen does not fay that 
the Words of St. Ad@atthew are not confiftent with themfelves, 
but. that they do npt in all refpeéts agree with the Words of 
the other Evangelifts: Neither does he prove his difference of 
Copies either from other Words or Copies of St. AZatrhew, but 
from there being fome Words in St. Matthews’s Account of 
one Paflage of our Saviour’s Life and Actions, which are not. 
to be met with in the Relations given by St. Mark and 
St. Luke.of. the fame Paflage : Which is no Argument at all, 
either that this Paflage in St. Matthew, If thou wilt be perfeé, 
&¢., is an Interpolation ; or that in general ‘* there isa great 
“. difference in the Copy of the Holy Scriptures, arifing either 
% from the negligence of fome T'ranfcribers, or the boldnefs 
of othersin correcting what Paflages they imagin’d wanted 
“,Corre@ion ”: But, on the contrary, has been always look’d 

as an. Argument of the Sincerity of the Evangelifts in the’ 
Writing of the Gofpel. ' 

As to Dr. Mill’s Prolegomena, Dr. Whitby looks upon it as 
certain, That where they treat of various Readings they are 
full of Faults, Mifconftructions and Conjectures unfupported 
by the leaft fhadow of Truth, where'Dr. A4i// paffes his Judg- 
ment of the Writings of the Greek Fathers, or of other anct- 
ent Verfions, in our Author’s Opinion he does it not accord- 
ing to the Reafon of the Thing, or with any regard to Truth, 
but according as Matters agree or difagree with his old Latin 
Verfion, which he makes the only Teft and Standard of the 
Truth; and Dr. AGi looks upon it, that all thofe who recede 
from his beloved Verfion, have made ufe of fpurious, inter- 
polated, corrupt Copies, amongft whom he reckons Theodo- 
ret and Ocecumeninus. | 
, And whereas Dr. Mill obferves that there was this diffe- 


rence ’twixt the Copies belonging to private Perfons, aud ’ 
tnoie 
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thofe which belong to publick Churches; that the latter 
were kept as they came out of the hands of _Tranferibers, 
free fromthe Marginal Notes and Interpolations ; but the for. 
mer were iaterlin'd and ftuffd with Marginal Notes by thofe 
they belong’d to, for their own private Ufe, and in order to 
their better underftanding the Holy Scriptures: From hepte 
‘Dr. Whitby deduces the two following Con/ectaries, 


Firft, That we can expeé little help in order to the dif. 
-covery of the genuvin reading of any Paflage from the moft 
ancient Copies of the Weftera Church 5 fince the beft of ‘em, 
according. to-Father Simon, who was an Eye-Witnefs to what 
‘he faid, -are full of Scholiz, Glofles and Commentaries, writ 
.fometimes in the fame Hand with the Manufcripts themfelves, 
-and fometimes in different: For being writ by Men altoge. 
ther ignorant of the Original Text, they were Correded 
time atter time, either by fuch as underftood Greek, or were 
“better,acquainted with the more accurate Latin Copies. 


And, Secondly, That Dr. Mill is wrong in applying thefe 


‘Defeéts to the Copies made ufe of by the Greek Fathers, when 
he confefles at the fame time that they had Books repofited in 
their Churches free from all Marginal Notes, aterpolations, 

-Oc. and efpecially to. the Copies of the Ea/tern Bifhops, who 
muft be own’dto have had very accurate Copies of the New Te- 
ftament, both before and after the Labours of Origen, Pierius, 
Pamphilus and Eufebiue ; for after Eufebius, in particular, had 
made ufe of the Copies of Origen, Pierins, Ammonins and oihers, 
the beft that could be got, he tranfcrib’d thence fifty Vo- 
lumes of the New Teftament, and fent them to Con/tantine 
the Great, for the Ufe of the Church of Con(¢antinople, and 0- 
thers adjacent; And at Alexandria Dr Mill confefles they had 
very good and accurate Copies: And Ewfebius tells ws that 
there were a great many of the Succeflors of the Apoftles,who, 
after their Deceafe, difpers’d themfelves far and wide upon 
the face of the Earth, to Preach ghe Gofpel, and the Doétrines 

-contain’d in the Holy Scriptores; which any one, who confi- 

‘ders, will not without fome difficulty be brought to believe, 
that all thefe Fathers of the Church, committed down to Po- 
fierity. Books of the Holy Scriptures full of interpolations, 

‘Gloffes, Marginal Notes, oc. or that all the Copies of thofe 

Days 
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Ways (let Dr. A4:/] pronounce what he pleafes in the Cafe) 
were Interpolated and Corrupted. 

If we confider the Titles which the Fathers of the firft Cen- 
turies gave the Holy Scriptures, fuch as the Divine Books, the 
Divine Writings, the divinely infpir’d Writings, and the like: 
In Dr. Whitby’s Opinion, it is utterly inconceivable, that 
they, who put this value upon ’em, fhould fuffer facrilegious 
Hands to corrupt and interpolate thefe Divine Writings, 
Fofephus fays of the Scriptures of the Old Teftament, that 
they are certainly Divine; and that upon this account, even © 
from the Times of the Prophets, it was not lawful to add a- 
ny thing to, or to fubftra& any thing from them: And as 
the Chriftians had the fame Veneration for the New Tefta- 
ment as the Fews had for the Old, may we not reafonably 
«conclude, that they took equal Care, to prevent all Corrup- 
tions and Alterations inthe New Teftament, as the Fews did 
to prevent any thing of thefe Natures in the Old? And if 
we confider how thofe firft Fathers took the utmoft Care to 
preferve their own private Writings incorrupt and intire ; 
for Inftance, Irenaeus concludes his Book of the Ogdyas of the 
Valentinians with thefe Words, “I adjure thee who tran- 
“ fcribeft this Book, by our Lord Jefus Chrift, that thou di- 
“ligently compare what thou tranfcribeft, and correé it ac- 
“ cording to the Copy thou tranfcribeft it from, and that 
“ thou conclude thy Copy-with this Adjuration, to be tranf- 
“€ mitted to Pofterity.” If we-confider this, we can never 
prevail with our felves to believe, that they who were thus 
careful to preferve their own private Writings from the Cor- 
‘ruptions which might refult from the Negligence or ill De- 
figns of Tranfcribers, were in any meafure lefs, if they 
were not much more diligent in preferving the Holy Scrip- 
tures, and tranfimitting ’em to the Church of After-Ages, as 
much as poflibly they cou’d,”in their Primitive Purity. 

As'to the prefent Performance, of which I have already 
‘given the Reader the Heads; and which is of fucha Nature, 
that nothing more cow’d conveniently be given him in this 
Place, Dr. Whitby thinks that. he has fufficieatly fhewn in the 
jirf Book, that the Foundations of thefe various Readings 
are altogether uncertain and precarious, and infufficient to 
" Warrant our calling in queftion the Truth of our modern Co- 
pies, But left the Reader oo” be tempted.to think, i 

K the 
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the Dr. hasdone too much in this cafe, and taken away aj] 
Means, by which we may be inabled to make a juft Judgment 
of the Genuinnefs of any Reading; heobferves, Firf, That | 
it is certain and undoubted, that where the Fathers, who were 
converfant in thefe Matters, declare for a various Reading 
there muft have beenone, where they take Notice of it, be. 
fore their Times ; and we muft judge of the right Reading, 
in this Cafe ( if they who take Notice of the various Reading 
are filent about it) either fromthe Reading of former F2. 
thers, antecedent Verfions, or the Circumftances of the Text 
it felf. For inftance, Origen tells us that fomeread, Heb. ii, 9. 
not as the Text has it, je‘): O27, but xéels Ose; . but that the 
prefent Reading inthe Text is preferable tothis, it does not 
‘only appear from hence, that’all the Verfions, and moft of 
the Fathers agree in it, but alfo from hence, That whereas 
the Holy Scriptures are full of the Grace ofGod, manifefted in 
his fending his Beloved Son into the World to dye for us, 
they fay nothing at all of Chrift sithout-God, or feparately 
confider’d from his Divinity, fuffering for us. 

Secondly, Where many of the Fathers, without Oppofition 
from any others, together with the Ancient Verfions, and 
the Majority of Manufcripts, agree in‘one Reading, this 
Reading the Dr. looks upon to be indifputably genuin: The 
Rule of Tertullian taking place here, That what is found a- 
‘mongft-all every where, the fame is not a Miftake, but true 
and genuin Tradition: When they differ, that Reading ( du- 
ly circumftantiated ) is the moft probably true, which has 
the beft Authority to fupport it, , 

“ Thirdly, In the Epiftles upon which there.are extant four 
Greek Scholia, and. as’ many ancient Verfions ; when the Scho- 
lia and the Verfions univerfally confpire in’ one Reading, this 
the Dr. looks upon as a very confiderable Argument of its be- 
ing genuin: Upon this Account he conceives Dr. Adil! co be 
very blame-worthy, becaufe, contrary to this Rule, he has, 
in afligning a true Reading, deviated no lefs than fix hundred 
times from all, or moft of thefe, for the fike of.one Latin, 
eEthiopic, Or Coptic Verfion. yates 4 

Fourthly, That Reading whichrenders the Senfe intire is to be 
preferr'd (all requifite Circumftances being admitted) to that 
which renders it lame or imperfe&t, or which interrupts it, 


much more to that which utterly corrupts it, For it is abfurc 
} | tO. 
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to fuppofe either that any Parts of the divinely infpir'd Wri- 
tings are without any Signification, or notdeliver’d in Words 
faficiently expreflive of their Meaning. The Dr. excepts 
yrom this Rule fuch Defects as arife from Idioms: As, he went 
into bis houfe, Sedrxaso uivG-, i txcv@, Luke xviii. 14. and fuch 
as may be eafily fupply’d from the Context, as 2 Theff: ii >. 
pbvev 6 xarinoy dct (Supp. wadtter) eas &e uios yivuler, Only he 
who now letteth, will lett, until he be taken out of the way. 
“And, Fifthly, his laft Rule is Walton’s third; wiz. That 
that Reading, which, caters paribus, renders the Senfe more 
clear and more congruous to the antecedent and fubfequent 
Paflages, and to the Analogy of Faith, is preferable to its 
contrary; For the Confideration of antecedent and fubfe- 
quent Paflages, and the Collation of like or parallel Places, 
conduce very much to the Difcovery of the genuin Reading. 
The Dr. explains the Ufe of this Rule in two or three Inftan- 
ces: Viz. Dr. Mill contends, that to the Words é & Nza3- 
én misews Cngrlet, but the Fujt fhall live by Faith, we ought to add 
ui after. cx7isews, becaufe fome of the Fathers quote this 
Text thus, and the Seventy read it thus, Habd. li. 4. But in 
Defence of the former Reading, Dr. Whitby obferves, that 
not only all the Greek Scholia agree in it, but St: Pau! quotes 
the fame Paflage inthe fame Words, in Rom.i.17. and Gal. 
iii, 11, as well as in the Place in Controverfy, Heb. x. 38. 
Dr. Mil] alfo contends, that in thefe Words, Gal. ii.s. Ois 
bhi weis degy Honey Tn vadlayn, to whom we gave place by {ubjecti- 
om, no not for an hour, the Word ¢é ought to be remov’d ;s 
this Dr. Whitby fhews, inhis Annotations upon Dr. J4// upon 
that Place, to be a precarious Aflertion, both from the ante- 
ieee and fubfequent Paflages, and the whole Scope of the 
poitie, 

[In the Second Book of the Work before us, Di. /7bitby en- 
deavours to fhew, Firf#, That the Text of the New Tefta- 
ment is come down fate to us; and that Dr. A/i// has not been 
able, after Thirty Years Labours upon the Subject, with all 
his Induftry and Artifice, to do it any Prejudice. Secondly, 
That there are fcarce any various Readings, which refpect 
either any one Rule of Lifeor Article of Faith ; and very tow 
which change the Senfe of the Words in any matter of any 
‘COnfiderable Moment. And, Thirdly, that when he comes to 
4 more full and particular Examination of the various Rea- 
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dings of lefs Confequence, it will be found, that. Dr. Whitby 
has, generally fpeaking, the beft Teftimonies to eft ablifh 
thofe Readings to be met with in the prefent Text. 

As to the Dr’s third Book, what he fays of it is, that it is 
fhort; and yet, upon account of the Epilogue and Appendices, 
perhaps not altogether. to he’ defpis’d. 
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The State of Learning, 


Logia precocium quorundam eruditorum aliorumque Vi-- 

_rorum Doétorum, M. Henningi Wittenii novem Deca- 
dibus, Philofophorum, Oratorum,, Poetarum, Hiftoricorum 
& Philologorum fiperaddenda, quo fuam nancifcatur inte- 
gritatem. Philofophorum przftantiffimornm: Centuria, an- 
nexo indice virorum quorum vitas exhibet. Colle&ore Geor- 
gio Henrico Goetzio, D. Ecclef. Lubec.. Superintendente.. 
1709; In 89. p. 139. 

De. re beneficiaria Liber Singularis, five queftio-celebris &: 
difficilis, an & quibus in cafibus liceat Homini Chriftiano abf- 
que culpa & peccato, plura Beneficia Ecclefiaftica poffidere: 
Gura & ftudio Theologi Parifienfis, Abbatis Sidichembechen- 
fis) 1710. iN.120. P. 296. 


HOLLAND: 


C. Plinii Secundi Jintoris Vita, Ordine Chronologice fic: 
digefta, ut varia dilacidentur Hiftorie Romane puncta, que’ 
Flavios Imperatores, ut Nervam: Trajanamque , fpectant. 
Studio Joannis Maffon A.M. & E. A: P; Amftelodami, 1709. 
iN. 120. p. 17°72. 

Cornelii Vanbynkerfhock i&i &-Senatoris, Obfervationum 
Jaris Romani Libri quatuor, in quibus plarima Juris Civilis 
aliorumque locorum loca explicantur & emendantur. Lugdu- 
ni Batavorum, apud' Joannem Vanderlinden Junior, 1710. in 
40, Pi4d.6.. 


Memoirs: 
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Memoires & Negotiations Secrets de la Cour de France, 
rouctiant 1a Paix.de Muafter : Contenant les Lettres,’ Repon- 
fes, Memoires, & Avis Secrets envoyez de la part du Roy, de 
s,E. le Cardinal Mazarin, & de M. le Comte de Brienne 
Secretaire d’Etat, aux Plenipotentiaries de France & Mun- 
fter, afin de leur fervir d‘inftruction. pour la paix Generale 
Avec les Dépéches & Jes Reponifes. defdits Plenipotentiaries. 
AAmfterdam. 1710. in 120. 4. Vol. x Vol. p.435. 2 Vol. p.. 
432. fans la Table. 3. Vol. p. 366. fans la Table. 4 Vol. p. 
270. fans la Table, 


GERM AN ¥. 


Joannis Friderici Franci, Hiftorie & Lingue utriufque 
Profefioris publici, de-origine, incrementis atque fortuna A- 
cademize Lipfice panegyricus, oc. Lipfie. 1709. in 8vo. 
BE32., °° 7 a 
: Vita Eberhardi-Rothii, Phil. & Medic: DoGoris, Phyfici 
Blaubyrenfis, medicina Portatilis, non-feleGtiora folum & no- 
viffima remedia, fed. potiffimas infuper caufas & medos quis 
bus vifcera reliqueque partes nobiliores interne corporis hu- 
mani affici folent & poffunt, fucciné&e & .thetice. exhibens. 
Cum annexa Pharmacotheca in cujuflibet,.. Lingua Latina vel- 
leviter imbuti, ufum privatum inftru@a. Ulme. 1709. in 120. 
» 105; ! 

, Flagellum Dzmonum,..exorcifmos terribiles, potentiflimos 
& efficaces, remediaque probatiffima ac do@rinam fingularem 
in malignos fpiritus expellendos, faturafque & maleficia fu- 
ganda de obfeflis corporibus compleéens ; cum fuis. benedi- 
Gionibus & omnibus requifitis ad eorum expulfionem. Au- 
Gore R. P. F. Hieronymo Mengo, Vitellianenfi, Ord. Min, 
Reg. Obfervantiz, nunc autem juxta exemplar Bononienke - 


Francofurti impreffum. 1708. in 8vo. p. 283. 
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BOOK Publifbed this Month , and 
not Abridged. 


HE Bifhop or Norwich’s 
Spittal-Sermon, at St. 
Bridget’s Church on Eajffer 
Monday, 1710. Printed for D. 
Midwinter. — 

Diflenters Self-Condemn’d: 
Being a full Anfwer to Mr. De- 
laun’s Plea, @c. By VV. Ro- 
bert{on. Printed for ‘Ff. Morphew. 


Mr. “fobn Milton's Satyr a- 
gainft Hypocrites, Written 
whilft he was Latin Secretary: 
Printed 


to Oliver Cromael. 
E. Powel. | 

An ordinary Journey no 
Progrefs: Or, A Man doing 
of his own Bufinefs no Mover 
of Sedition. Being a Vindica- 
tion. of Dri Sacheverel from 
the Sianders -raifed againft 
him, upon the Account of the 
late Honours which have been 
paid himin the Country. Prin- 
ted in-the Year ryrais 

Dick-and Tom? A Dialogue 
againit Addrefles, Printed-for 
B. Bragg. 

The good old Principles 


the fafeft way to Salvation ; 


deliver'd in a Sermon at the 
Affizes held at Northampton, 
Fuly 19 By F.Troutbeck, A.M. 
Priated for H. Clements. 

The Fickle Courtier: Or, 
Love in a Quandary. A Poem 
Printed in.the Year 1710. 


Bodkins and Thimbles: or, 
1645 againft 1'710. Contain. 
ing the Opinions of the Old 
and New Presbyterians touch. 
ing Toleration, Separation 
Schifin, c. Sold by $f. More 

hew. 

A Dialogue’twixtWhig aud 
Tory. Printed in the Year 
1710. 

A Letter out of the Coun- 
try to the Author of the Mz- 


_nagers Pro and Con, &c. Prin- 


ted for F. Morphew. 

Mr. A/gil’'s De Fure Divin, 
ec, Printed in the Year 1710. 

The Thoughts of an Ho- 
neft Whig, upon the pre- 
fent Proceedings of that Par- 
ty. Printed in the Year 1710. 

Seldom.comes a Better: Or, 
A Tale ofa Lady and her Ser- 
vants. Printed in the Year 
1710. we M 


* A Sermon Preached in Chel- 
fea'Chutch, ‘Faly 18, at the 


Puneral of Mr. Roberts. By 


‘Tho. Knaggs. Sold by Fobn 


Morphew. 

A Letter to the Bifhop of 
Sarum, occafioned by his Lord- 
fhip’s Speach on the firft Ar- 
ticle of the Impeachment of 
againft Do@or Henry Sache- 
verel, Sold by the Bookie!- 
lers, 
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ADVERTISEMENT 


There are:in the Prefs and near fiflifhed, —; 
Ifhop Pearfon’s Expofition of the Creed, in Folio. ° 
Judge Hale’s Contemplations Moral and Divine, Odavoe. 

And the Hiftory of the Bible Tranflated from the Sieur 
Royaumont, with a very great number of Cuts, in Quarto. All 
Printed for D.. Midwinter, at the Three Crowns in St. Paxl’s 
Church«Yard, © | > | 
: Lately Publifh’d, . 

Short, but yet Plain Elements of Geometry. Shewing how 
by a brief and eafie Method, moft of what is Neceflary and 
Ufeful'in Euclid, Archimedes, Apollonius and other excellent 
Geometricians, both Ancient and Modern, :may be under- 
ftood:. Written in French by. F. Ign. Gafton Pardies ; and ren- 
dered into Englifh by F. Harrs, D.D. and Secretary to the 
Royal Society. The 4th Edition, Printed for R. Kuaplock 
and D. Midwinter. a 

An Hiftorical Map of the Roman Empire and the Neigh- 
bouring Nations to the Year of our Lord 400, when the Em- 
pire began to be rent with Foreign Invafions: Very. Ufeful 
for Schools, or any that read the Roman Authors: In two 
Sheets on a large Elephant-Paper, Price 1s. 6 d. 

_-Alfo a new Map of England-and Wales, containing all Cities, 
Market Towns; Boroughs,; and whatever, Plages have Eleéi- 
on of Members of Parliament; with the Names of the Rivers, 
Sea-Ports, Sands, Hills, Moors, Forrefts, Gc. All the great 
or Poft-Roads, and Principal Crofs-Roads, @c. with the com-- 
puted Miles. from: Town to Town; and all the -Poft-Towns 
as. they: are at prefenn regulated, by the Commiflioners.of the 
General Poft-Houfe ; in two Sheets ona large Blephant-Pa- 
per, Price 1s.6d. Both by’ H. AW//, Geographer, and Prin- 
ted for D. Midovinter,at the Three Crowns it St. Paul’s Church- 
Yard.. Where may be had of the fame Size, Paper and Price 
~ Mr. Adoll’s Maps of the World, Euvope, Afia, Africa, North- 
America'and South-America, with Curious Compartments En- 
gtaved by an excellent Artift. : } 
_ _ The Print‘of the Queen’s Houfe at Ken/ington, in two Sheets, 

Price 18 d. Worcefter, Ely, Bato; Litchfield, and Hereford (i- 
thedrals, Price 12 d.each. Printed by D. Adidwinters by 
whom will be publifh’d all the reft of the Cathedrals of Lug: 

1 Feyrepe. 


‘and.and Wales, Engraven by one of the bef Hancsta Lave 
l-H FE. 
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The CONTENTS. 


XXXVI. Chrift. Frid,Garmanni, Medici R. E.S, -Pro. 
. vinc, phyfi Chemnicenfis, Academici Curiofi, 
demiraculis mortuorum, Libri tres, Gc. A Treatife of the 
molt wonderful Phenomena obferv'd in dead Bodies, &c. p. 387 
‘XXXVIIL Eclairciflemens fur les Conjeures Phyfiques, par 
“Nicolas Hartfoeker, i.e. Iluftrations on the Phyfical Conjedures 
of M. Hartfoeker, by the fame Author, &c. P. 391 
XXXIX. De Viti Riedlini, olim Augufte Vindelicorum, 
nunc in Patria Phyfico, & Academici curiofi, Curarum 
Medicarum, in quibus varii Cafus; Hiftorize & Obfervatio- 
nes, &c. i.e. A Thoufand Obfervations on divers Cures of 
Difeafes by Witte Riedlin, ec. P. 395 
XL. Lux de Luce, Libri Tres, &c. ¢. e. An Expofition of the 
ambiguous Expreffions, and of the various and doubtful Readings 
that occur’in the-vulgar Latin Tranflation of the Holy Scrip- 
tures, &c. | p. 397 
XLI. La Digeftion des Alimens, pour montrer quelle ne fe 
fait pas par le moyen d’un Levain, ec. i.e. The Digestion of 
‘Food, not by the means of Leven, &c; P. 400 
XLII. Differtation fur Menesou Mercure premier Roy d’Egypt 
contre le Syfteme de Martiam, & de Bochart, i.e. 4 Differ. 
tation on Menes or Mercury, the first King of Egypt, against 
the Sy (tem of Martiam and Bochart, @c. 06 
“XLIIL Refponfe a quelques Critiques far la Differtation de 
‘Menéds, dc. i.e. An Anfwer to fomeCriticks on the Differta- 
tion of Menes, @c, Pp. 409 
XLIV. An Expofition of the Church-Catechifm, for the Ufe of the 
Diocefe of Sarum, bythe Right Reverend Father in God, Gilbert 
Lord Bifhop of Sarum, &c. : Pp. 417 
XLV. Four Difcourfes, fhewing, 1. That the Apoftle’s Words, Ro- 
mans the Ninth, have no relationto any Perfonal Ele&ion o 
Reprobation, Gc. p. 429 
XLVI. Examen Variantium Le€tionum Johannis Millii, 5. T.P. 
Or, an Examination of the Various Readings of John Mill, 
‘D.D. upom-the New Teftament, &c, p. 497 
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